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Peter B. Sandbeck, Administrator
Beverly Eaves Perdue, Governor Office of Archives and History
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May 5, 2010
MEMORANDUM
TO: Gtegory Thorpe, Ph.D., Director ‘
Project Development and Environmental Analysis Branch
NCDOT Division of Highways el
A | %
FROM: Peter Sandbeck iﬂiﬁug Peder Spuc Sl

SUBJECT:  Historic Architectural Resources Survey Report, Final Identification and Evaluation,
Widening of US 158 from NC 32 to US 17, R:2579, Gates & Pasquotank Counties, ER05-2597

This memorandum is to provide comments on the above referenced report, which we received on February 22,
2010, a corrected map received on March 30, 2010, and 2 follow-up meeting with members of your staff on

May 5, 2010 to clarify several items.

We concur that the Hinton-Morgan House (PK1, listed on National Register of Historic Places) remains
eligible for listing in the Register and that the adjusted boundaries appear approptiate to better define the limits
of the historic property. Please provide the number of acres contained within the boundary recommended for

this property.

While we concur that the Sunbury School (GA 318, listed on National Register of Historic Places) remains
eligible for listing, we do not concur with the proposed new boundary since the entire listed tract is contained
within the boundaries of the proposed Sunbury Historic District and the three ancillary buildings contribute to
the school’s significance for Education. Current ownership of the three buildings is not relevant to their

significance or listing.

Expansion of the Sunbury Historic District (GA 390, on the State Study List) appears to be appropriate and
better addresses the historical development of the town and its architectural heritage. Thus, we concur that the
Sunbury Historic District is eligible for listing in the Register under Criterion A for Community Planning and
Development and Commerce as well as under Criterion C for Architecture. As discussed on May 5, you will
provide us with a revised map that shows the historic district as discontiguous with the small 1870s to 1960s
community cemetery (Property #92) as a contributing element to the district, but dropping properties #91 and
#123. Properties #104 - the William Graham Byrum House (GA 90), #113 - the Philadelphia Methodist
Church (GA 262), and #115 - the C. C. Edwards House (GA111), which are on the State Study List are,
thereby, included within the boundaries of the eligible Sunbury Historic District.

We concur that the Moses R. White, Jr. House (PIK996) is eligible for listing in the National Register under
Criterion C for Architecture and very possibly eligible under Criterion B for its association with Moses

Location: 109 East Jones Street, Raleigh NC 27601~ Mailing Address: 4617 Mail Service Center, Raleigh NC 27699-4617 Telephone/Fax: (919) 807-6570/807-6599



Rountree White, Jr. Given that the mature landscaping along the road is integral to the setting, history and
integrity of the property, we agreed on May 5th that the boundary for the property should extend to the edge
of the pavement of US 158. Please provide a revised map for this property.

On May 5% you delivered to us an article from the Dazly Advance reporting that the Mount Carmel Missionary
Baptist Church (PK 730) had been destroyed by fire. The photograph accompanying the article clearly
indicates that the property has lost its integrity and is no longer eligible for listing in the Register.

Having reviewed the evaluations for the following properties, we concur that they are not eligible for listing in
the National Register for the reasons outlined in the report.

Property #8 — Beulah Baptist Church 6A o416
Property #20 — Pearce House ©A 042S
Property #23 — Whitmel Hill House A o1¢%
Property #24 — Pierce House ®A ©¢263
Property #25 — James Hill Farm GA o162

Property #35 — Black Acre Farm PK ©629

Property #40 — William J. Spence House P& 0794

Property #42 — Johnnie Temple Farm PX ©399

Property #55 — Newland United Methodist Church ¢K 0339
Property #69 — Bruce and Hilda Sawyer House K 104 9

Property #70 —{_)ohn Ira Winslow House @K 100( SsKs Wiaslow Ferm
Property #72 — Perry-Harris-Jones Store P 1050

We further concur that the properties listed in Appendix II (beginning on page 162) do not appear to be
eligible for listing in the National Register and do not warrant additional study, barring new information to the

contrary.

The above comments are made pursuant to Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s Regulations for Compliance with Section 106 codified at 36 CFR

Part 800.

Thank you for your cooperation and consideration. If you have questions concerning the above comment,
contact Renee Gledhill-Eatley, environmental review coordinator, at 919-807-6579. In all future
communication concerning this project, please cite the above referenced tracking number.

cc Mary Pope Furr, NCDOT
bc: DOT
Wood/Power/EO
Southern

County
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M anagement Summary

The North Carolina Department of Transportation (NOD@roposes to widen US 158
from NC 32 in Sunbury, Gates County, to its juncture wigh17 in Morgan’s Corner,
Pasquotank County. The project length is sixteen milegd2ed are road improvements
that will include a road widening from the study areas@nt two lanes and its existing
right-of-way of sixty feet; this will also result several intersection improvements.
Another component of R-2579 could include a bypass of Sunfdurg. project is state-
funded (WBS Project No. 38805.1.1) and is classified as andfmvental Assessment
(EA). The lead agency in this undertaking is the U. ®1ACorps of Engineers
(USACE).

The “purpose and need” of R-2579 is to improve safety alon@38Sincrease vehicle
capacity, and enhance the route’s function as a Steatiegihway Corridor and
Hurricane Evacuation Route.

In May 2009, NCDOT architectural historians conducted a Se&tié survey to identify
historic architectural resources within the project’'safoé Potential Effects (APE).

Every property in the APE fifty years of age or oldexs photographed and documented,
as were properties less than fifty years old potentiityble for Criterion Consideration
G. On June 16, 2009, survey findings were presented to the Nemahn@a State Historic
Preservation Office (NC-HPO) for review. At that mieg, NC-HPO requested further
investigation of sixty-five properties contained within &kieE, fifty of which are to be
considered as part of a potential expansion of the Sunbstyrid District (NCSL). This
report documents the evaluation of these remaining prepewtith two individual
properties determined eligible for the National Register.

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
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[11. Project Description

The North Carolina Department of Transportation (NOD@roposes to widen US 158
from NC 32 in Sunbury, Gates County, to its juncture wigh17 in Morgan’s Corner,
Pasquotank County. The project length is sixteen milegod2ed are road improvements
that will include a road widening from the study areasent two lanes and its existing
right-of-way of sixty feet; this will also result several intersection improvements.
Another component of R-2579 could include a bypass of Sunfdumg. project is state-
funded (WBS Project No. 38805.1.1) and is classified as andfmvental Assessment
(EA). The lead Federal agency in this undertaking is th®.&rmy Corps of Engineers
(USACE).

V. Purpose of Survey and Report

The purpose and need of R-2579 is to improve safety along Uhi&fse vehicle
capacity, and enhance the route’s function as a Stratighway Corridor and
Hurricane Evacuation Route.

NCDOT conducted a survey and compiled this report in ocdigleintify historic
architectural resources located within the project’s Afdotential Effects (APE) as
part of the environmental studies performed by NCDOT and datechéy a categorical
exclusion (EA) This report is prepared as a technical appémthe EA and as part of
the documentation of compliance with the National Emmental Policy Act (NEPA)

of 1969 and the National Historic Preservation Act of 196@mended. Section 106 of
the NHPA requires that if a federally funded, licenseqyevmitted project has an effect
of a property listed in or eligible for the Nationatdister of Historic Places, the
Advisory Council on Historic Preservation be given apartunity to comment. This
report is on file at NCDOT and is available for reviewthy public.

V. M ethodology

NCDOT conducted the survey and prepared this report in acumadth the provisions
of FHWA Technical Advisory T 6640.8A (Guidance for Preparind Brocessing
Environmental and Section 4(f) Documents); the Secreffatye Interior's Standards and
Guidelines for Archaeological and Historic Preservatgt FR 44716); 36 CFR Part
800; 36 CFR Part 60; and Survey Procedures and Report Guideliréistfric
Architectural Resources by NCDOT. This survey and repeedthe guidelines of
NCDOT and the National Park Service.

NCDOT conducted a Final Identification and Evaluation symwith the following goals:
1) to determine the APE, defined as the geographic areaas aithin which a project
may cause changes in the character or use of histopegies, if any such properties
exist; 2) to identify all significant resources withiretAPE; and 3) to evaluate these
resources according to the National Register of Hislaces criteria. The APE
boundary is shown iRigures 2a, 2b, and 2c..

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
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Survey methodology consisted of a field survey and histdryaekground research of the
project area. In May 2009, NCDOT architectural histor@rsducted a Section 106
survey to identify historic architectural resources withim project’'s APE. Every
property in the APE fifty years of age or older was pgoaphed and documented, as
were properties less than fifty years old potentiallgilele for Criterion Consideration G.
On June 16, 2009, survey findings were presented to the Nahn@sState Historic
Preservation Office (NC-HPO) for review. At that mieg, NC-HPO requested further
investigation of sixty-five properties contained within &kieE, fifty of which are to be
considered as part of a potential expansion of the Sunbstyrid District (NCSL). This
report documents the evaluation of these remaining prepewtith two individual
properties determined eligible for the National Register.

Background research was conducted at the following arcl@pabitories. These include
the State Library of the North Carolina Office ofcAives and History, Raleigh, North
Carolina; Gates and Pasquotank Counties’ Tax Offices agaéters of Deeds; and the
North Carolina Collection, Wilson Library, the Univaysof North Carolina at Chapel
Hill.

Individuals who contributed guidance and helpful informatraiude Mr. and Mrs.
Moses White, Ill, Morgan’s Corner, NC; Fred Harrisomgiivist and Researcher, North
Carolina Collection, J. Y. Joyner Library, East Gia University, Greenville, NC; Ms.
Mamre Wilson, architectural history archivist, Easteandlina Diocese of the Episcopal
Church; and Mr. Cecil Bagley, Sunbury, NC. Many questidresd hoped to ask Tom
Butchko, who authored both the Gates and Pasquotank hestohitecture survey
publications, were not possible as Tom was quite illybar; thankfully, John Hill,
Sunbury’s local historian, came to my rescue, providindeipth details that significantly
contributed to a thorough evaluation of Sunbury’s proposstbHt District Expansion. |
also appreciate information provided by local property owivns. Kay Weeks of
Morgan’s Corner; Mr. William Gregory of Virginia BelacMs. Madelin Becker of
Sunbury; and Mrs. Ann Hill, also of Sunbury. Additional heigs provided by Brian
Edwards, Associate Professor of History at Collegd®fAlbemarle, Elizabeth City.
Finally, the loss of Tom Butchko in November 2009 mustdi@awledged. The pre-
eminent authority of northeastern North Carolina’s histarchitectural heritage, Tom's
good works laid the foundation to many further studies ®ftiea, including this report.

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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R-2579: Map 2b

US 158 Widening from NC 32

In Sunbury to US 17 at Morgan 's Corner
Gates / Pasquotank Counties

KEY:

NTS

Inventory Properties are in Yellow

Red Line = Current Study Area

Purple dot = previously surveyed property
Red dot = NRHP
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VI. Summary Results of Survey Findings

One hundred and forty-four properties were identified is $hrvey and shown at a
consultation meeting between NC-HPO and NCDOT on Jun20D®; at this meeting,
seventy-nine of those properties were determined noblelighd not worthy of further
evaluation for the purposes of this project. There werpraperties in the APE under

fifty years of age that were eligible under Criterioon€ideration G. The remaining
sixty-five properties contained within the APE, fiftywhich are to be considered as part
of a potential expansion of the Sunbury Historic DistiCSL), are evaluated in this
report according to National Register Criteria.

A. PropertiesListed on the National Register of Historic Places:
Property No. 87: Hinton-Morgan House (PK 1, Pasquotank County)
Property No. 116: Sunbury School (GA 393, Gates County)

B. PropertiesListed on the North Carolina Study List (NCSL)

Properties 12-15, 93, 95-98: Sunbury Historic District (GA 390, Gates @punt
Property 104: William Graham Byrum House (GA 90, in expanded Sunbury Historic
District)

Property 115: C. C. Edwards House (GA 111, in expanded Sunbury HistamictiDis
Property 113: Philadelphia Methodist Church (GA 262, in expanded Sunbury Historic
District)

C. Propertiesthat are L ocally Designated:
Not Applicable(No Certified Local Government in Gates County; PasqkoCaunty
has a CLG for Elizabeth City, but not for the county)

D. Properties Evaluated and Considered Eligible for the National Register:

Properties No. 11-15, 90, 92-119, 123-131, 134-140, 142-145: Sunbury HistoricDistri
Expansion (Gates County)

Property No. 48: Mt. Carmel Missionary Baptist Church (Pasquotank County)
Property No. 85: Moses R. White, Jr., House (Pasquotank County)

E. Properties Evaluated and Considered Not Eligible for the National Register:
Property No. 8: Beulah Baptist Church (Gates County)

Property No. 20: Pearce House (Gates County)

Property No. 23: Whitmel Hill House (Gates County)

Property No. 24: Pierce House (Gates County)

Property No. 25: James Hill Farm (Gates County)

Property No. 35: Black Acre Farm (Pasquotank County)

Property No. 40: William J. Spence House (Pasquotank County)
Property No. 42: Johnnie Temple Farm (Pasquotank County)

Property No. 55: Newland United Methodist Church (Pasquotank County)
Property No. 69: Bruce and Hilda Sawyer House (Pasquotank County)
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Property No. 70: John Ira Winslow House (Pasquotank County)
Property No. 72: Perry-Harris-Jones Store (Pasquotank County)

F. Properties Determined Not Eligible for the National Register and Not Worthy of
Further Evaluation
See Section VIII Appendix (concurrence form included)
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Figure3: Soil Map of Gates County, detail of Sunbury vicinity.(Blward Hearn with W. A. Davis,
NCDA, and R.E. Devereux, USDA, 1929. Online, East Caadliniversity, J. Y. Joyner Special
Collections, Eastern North Carolina Digital Colleasovebsite).

Physical Description of Project Area

R-2579's project area, northeastern North Carolina’s Allblermegion along US
Highway 158, begins just west of Duke Swamp in Gates Couiytinuing eastward
through the village of Sunbury and the hamlet of Acornstindlat terrain suddenly
slopes from forty-five feet to twenty-five feet towamhdevel as the ancient Suffolk
Scarp shoreline descends to a southwestern flank Gfrémet Dismal SwampAs the
Great Dismal crosses into Pasquotank County, the prjeatencompasses drained
swampland converted to farmland by the twentieth centuljaigofarmsteads, churches,
and the small settlements of Tadmore and Jacksomize€defore terminating in the
crossroads community of Morgan’s Corner at US 158’s jonatith US 17.

In Gates County, besides the Great Dismal Swamp'siderable presence, the project
area is comprised of pocosins, creeks, new-growth grestined wetlands, and hand-

! Phillip L. Tant and John A. GagnadBpil Survey of Gates County, NASDA with NC-DENR, 1996), pp.
2-4.
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dug canals, chronicling man’s attempt to make this Albemand&vater arable and
profitable. It was not an easy task; eastern Gates ¢euatrain, apart from a small belt
of loamy soil around Sunbury, primarily consists of poaiigined sands and cla¥s.
Local bodies of water, Raynor, Lassiter, Harreil ®uke Swamps, were not always
navigable, although a Sunbury resident stated that thererarents of a dugout canoe
on his property, a vestige from the pre-contact eféis section of the APE has the
highest concentration of extant nineteenth-centurlgdimgs and farmsteads.

At the Pasquotank County line and to the project’s easteits,| sections of the Great
Dismal Swamp, drained by Shepherd Ditch and the Newlaach&ge Canal, have been
converted to agriculture; terrain is flat with broagh@xses of fields and wetlands. The
Great Dismal continues south of US 158 at Tadmorenditg into Perquimans County
where the swamp’s juxtaposition with the Suffolk Scarpeferred to by local residents
as “The Desert.” Given its standing on the relayivedw Pamlico Terrace, once part of
the ocean floor, elevation is lower here than ileG&Lounty, with the rural Lynch’s
Corner community only eighteen feet above sea I&ealr miles east, Morgan’s Corner
is only thirteen feet above sea level, an elevatiandecreases further at Elizabeth City.
There are no rivers or other large bodies of waténervicinity. Crops currently raised in
both counties include soybeans, corn, peanuts, and caftbrsome truck farming.

2 Tant and Gagnon, pp. 2-4, 7-8.

% Cecil Bagley, Sunbury, NC. Conversation with PenrmedBack, 11 May 2009. According to the survey
map, an Arcadis consultant mapped the canoe locatiorDin 20

* A. E. Shearin, J. P. Covington, and J. H. Vad®ail Survey of Pasquotank County, (lSDA with NC-
DENR, 1957), pp. 53-54 and inset map pages 1-11; Mrs. Kak¥Y&lorgan’s Corner, NC, telephone
conversation with Penne Sandbeck, 14 August 2009; Mr. and MisedWR. White, 1ll, Morgan’s Corner,
NC, conversation with Penne Sandbeck, 21 August 2009.
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Figure4: 1862 U. S. Coast Survey Map (A. D. Bache, Supt.), déteivsg Sunbury and Morgan's
Corner ("Hintonsville"). North Carolina Collection,iMbn Library, the University of North Carolina at
Chapel Hill.

Historic Context of Project Area
Introduction

According to several sources, European settlementarAlbemarle backwater took

place as early as the mid-seventeenth century, bubensmvere sparse for the first
hundred years. Pasquotank County was, with sections @frprday Camden County, a
precinct of old Albemarle County by 1672, but not individua#itaelished until 1739.

As for Gates County, bounded by the Chowan River tovdst and south and the Great
Dismal Swamp to the east, settlement is harder to datuimet general consensus is that

® Bill Sharpe A New Geography of North Carolinsol. 4 (Raleigh, NC: Sharpe Publishing Company,
1965), p. 1880; also, Sharpe, vol. 1 (1954), p. 359. Also, IsaaelHar hisHistory of Gates County to
1860 (Trinity College Historical Society Papers, 1916), . Siates that area settlement began in 1660.
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most of the early inhabitants of this eastern part@tthunty presumably drifted south
from Nansemond County, Virginia along a path extendinglrsof Suffolk, roughly
corresponding to current NC Highway 32This latter county was officially established
in 1779 and named in honor of General Horatio Gate#nierican victor at the battle
of Saratoga two years before. In the eastern sectiGates, Constant’s Chapel, a small
church established by the Anglican Church’s Society fefRtopagation of the Gospel in
the 1730s, stood a mile south of what would become Sunbudgres Costen’s land at
a tributary of Bennett's Creek; Francis Asbury, toiling the fledgling Methodist
Church, recalled a January 1791 visit there “with the podcéais.”

For most of the eighteenth and nineteenth centuriespént of eastern Gates and
northwestern Pasquotank counties was hampered by lackghordation and efficient
soil drainage, although both county boundaries overlappe@die@nal “cash cow’—the
vast cypress, juniper, and Atlantic white cedar foregtimthe Great Dismal Swamp—
and this source of revenue’s accessibility for shippingexaedited by the inception of
the Dismal Swamp Canal in 1790. Local roads built bydhe af the nineteenth century
attempted to aid transport, notably a local turnpike extgnilom Perquimans County,
crossing a small stretch of the Great Dismal Swamg j@ning a set of roads in
Pasquotank County that led, respectively, to the Canalpjetead circa 1805) and to
Norfolk.? But inhabitants west of Pasquotank realized little, if depefit, from the
canal; as noted by Gates County native and historian Kaaell, “It was impossible for
them to get their products in this waterway that wouldyddrem down to Norfolk to
market.” Corapeake, located fifteen miles north-northeast, béeaccess to the
Dismal Swamp Canal. Travel between these two adjacenity areas was roundabout
and difficult at best until 1925 when a highway was hbilbugh the Dismal Swamp
connecting Sunbury to the hamlet of Morgan’s Corner editectly, to the commerce
of Elizabeth City. With the new “Dismal Swamp Highytand road improvements to
the west, this back corner of the Albemarle gradually tnedass reliant upon Suffolk.

® Sharpe, vol. 4, p. 1877; Thomas R. ButcHkargotten Gate§Gates County Historical Society, 1991),
p. 5, 8.

ESharpe, vol. 4, p. 1888.

8 Thomas R. Butchko, National Register Nomination, “Histand Architectural Resources of Elizabeth

City, NC” (unpublished manuscript ca. 1993, Survey and Rignfichives, NC-HPO, Raleigh, NC), pp.

E-2, E-3; ButchkoPasquotankp. 13; Price-Strother Map, 1810 (North Carolina Map CtdacNorth

Carolina Collection, Wilson Library, the University Mbrth Carolina at Chapel Hill) and William A.

Griffin, Ante-Bellum Elizabeth City: The History of A Canal Td®&lizabeth City: Private Printing, 1970),

pp. 30-31. The latter cites Benjamin Jones, one of EihaBity’s first commissioners, as building this

turnpike circa 1791, the year after the Dismal Swamp Ireaa completed.

® |saac Harre|lHistory of Gates County. 100.
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Collection, UNC-Chapel Hill).

Sunbury

Sunbury’s first known appearance in historical recordsiw@ibe Edenton Gazette’'s
October 20, 1800 issue: an announcement of a public aucti®@uosbury,” Josiah
Granberry’'s 230-acre estate in Gates County. Granbedripé®n in the area for thirty to
forty years prior, as there is 1770s documentation oékees en route to Suffolk and
Edenton finding shelter at his horffewhat happened to Granberry’s “good dwelling
house, kitchen, smokehouse, barns, and other conveniembases” or the “store,
counting-house, and two good ware-houses” is not known18he Price-Strother Map
shows “Constant,” the site of Constant’s Chapel byniea Swamp, and “Grandbury,” to
the north, both roughly alongside future NC Highway B&jire 5]; “Grandbury” is
located directly at the present village of Sunbury, \ehteme appears on site in state
maps by the 1830s.

Given that the only direct route to trade was the msotlith route to Suffolk and
Edenton, Sunbury and other eastern Gates County villdgeBldilley Grove and
Mintonsville explored the possibility of a canal lingitheir wares to the Dismal Swamp
Canal and Tidewater markets. The General Assembly ghassmcorporation act for the
“Lake Drummond and Orapeake Canal Company” in 1829, allottind@6®&apital and
a forty-year charter; the canal, which was to beesmtfeet wide and five feet deep, was
to run south-southwest from Lake Drummond to Orapeakerpved present-day
Corapeake. While there was considerable enthusiasidamompany in eastern Gates,

1 Harrell, pp. 62-63.
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other parts of the county closer to the Chowan Riveritarehse of transport were
resistant to backing the projettln the end, a group of Holley Grove planters took
matters into their own hands, cutting a twelve-foot-vddeh from Hamburg to the
Washington Ditch around 1850. This was of no direct benefitedarmers and small
merchants of Sunbury.

In spite of its isolated situation between swampsveeitands, Sunbury continued to
grow. James Costen built a tavern at the soutloétiee village in the early nineteenth
century to accommodate travelers; part of the tawenow the rear ell of the Costen-
Harrell-Rountree House just south of US 1BBdperty 12].** According to Gates
County historian Isaac Harrell, the Methodists hatiapel at Sunbury as early as 1815,
but county churches were not cited in Methodist confereninutes until 1821.
Furthermore, the Sunbury church, Philadelphia Methodistdbhwas associated with
the Virginia District, not North Carolina, for much it nineteenth century.There was
also Damascus Christian Church, an offshoot of thg Basciples of Christ church in
Cypress Chapel, just over the Virginia line. This arntebechurch drew members from
Philadelphia Methodist Church, creating some divisio8unbury’s small community
for a time®® Constant’s Chapel, the Anglican mission disbandéhbleaend of the
eighteenth century, would re-emerge first as Lassit@énagpel in the 1860s and later as
St. Peter’s Episcopal Church around 1885, both of these gbulkie town’s center.
Other than St. Paul's Baptist Church, organized by freedafienthe Civil War, no
Baptist congregations were in Sunbury until Beulah Ba@tstrch (est. 1895) relocated
from nearby Zion in 1928

Sunbury’s early draw as a community was its 1832 academwgllin¢éoeducational, but
solely for girls by 18397 A separate school for boys was created at the tirtteecsplit,
and Martin Kellogg, a native of Connecticut and graduadéadd University, was tapped
to become its headmaster; the two-story frame buildiagt of town on St. Paul's Road,
stood until 1989. The girls’ school, said to be on Georgeée@ssproperty, offered
boarding facilities and music instruction. Both schoolsawen by the same citizens who
had established the 1832 academy—the Gorden, Riddick, CowpeerHdatrell, and
Costen families—continuing to the turn of the tweitie¢ntury'®

By 1867 Sunbury had two stores and two doctors, and in 1872, thizenumireased to
three stores—R. Harrell, J. Cross, and E. Russell—agé fitrysician$? Prominent
farmers included John W. Hill, Mills Benton, and Markiallogg, with corn and cotton

" Harrell, pp. 100-101.

2 Harrell, p. 103.

13 Butchko, p. 171.

1 Harrell, pp. 87-89.

5 Harrell, p. 89.

18 Harrell, pp. 80-83; Butchko, Gates, pp. 170, 176; Branson 1887, p.
Y Harrell, pp. 73-74.

18 Harrell, pp. 73-74; Butchko, Gates, p. 177.

9 Branson 1867 p. 47; Branson 1872, p. 102.
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touted as the county’s “current staplé$lhdeed, the 1880s would see cotton becoming a
primary crop in the Sunbury area, aided by two cotton ginsngpta town, in addition to

a small blacksmithing industf}.General stores included M. Benton & Son [the Benton-
Hill Store, Property 95], J. F. Cross, D. S. Russell, E. Russell, and JoBes)& Son.

The town, 200 strong in 1897, was the second-largest tottre icounty’” O. C.

Harrell's two-story emporium, built directly acrabege street from Mills Benton, still

stands todayHroperty 96].%°

The arrival of the Suffolk and Carolina Railway in 1886 tnggown, was a major event.
Established as the Nansemond Land, Lumber, and Narragedailway Company in
1873, the Suffolk and Carolina primarily transported freigitiveen Edenton and
Suffolk and continued to do so for many years after merngitigthe Norfolk and
Southern Railway in 1906. In 1900, freight for this railwafjch offered limited
passenger service, was mainly lumber and logs, with Jglgsetitom truck farming,
peanuts, grain, and cotton to a lesser peréestill, the railway was a boon for not only
Sunbury’s townspeople but also for the farms between Syilmgr Acorn, a small
settlement at the edge of the Great Dismal Swamp. rnaedocal enterprises to emerge
during this period of quiet prosperity were the Farmers Bdi@unbury and Kellogg's
Insurance Agency, founded by the grandson of Martin Kellsgigoolmaster and farmer.
Sunbury even had an automobile dealership by 1921, J. M. Byrdfrather, which
remained in business into the 1990s as Stewart Foré’ Inc.

Buildings reflected the town’s growth and success. In 19pB8cBpalian congregants
decided the church should be in town, and the first&erR, a front-gable Carpenter
Gothic chapel, was built in 1921 Philadelphia United Methodist Church’s larger frame
Gothic edifice, employing the then-innovative “AkrontRtavas built the same ye?t.

An imposing brick Neoclassical Revival-style consolidatgtbsl, built in 1923,

replaced the 1908 weatherboarded public school, with a haedSolonial Revival-style
teacheragé® Residences in the Craftsman and Colonial Revival styégs appearing in
town. However, a 1916 perusal of advertisements in Gadesty'sMessengeclearly
shows that Sunbury citizens continued to look to Suffotktlieir essential goods.

20 Branson, 1872 p. 102.

2 Branson 1884, p. 324.

22 Branson 1897, p. 289.

% Branson 1897, p. 289; Butchko, Gates, p. 174.

%4 Sharpe, vol. 4 (1965), p. 1882; State of Virginia, Annual Regfdhe Railroad Commissioner
(Richmond: J. H. O’Bannon, Supt. Of Public Printing, 1900),1%5, 167, 169.

% The Independer{Elizabeth City, NC), 17 September 1925, p. P3¢ MessengdGatesville, NC), 2
October 1916, p. 1; Butchko, Gates, p. 171.

% Butchko, Gates, p. 177; Mamre Wilson, Church HistofiarDiocese of East Carolina, written
communication to Penne Smith Sandbeck, May 2009.

27 Butchko, Gates, p. 175.

% The Independenil7 September 1925; Michelle Michael, National RegistemiNation for Sunbury
High School (NC-HPO Survey and Planning Branch Archi2889), p. 8-8.
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Figure 6: Price-Strother 1810 Map, detail of future Morgan's Corignity ("Hinton"), Pasquotank
County. North Carolina Map Collection, Wilson Librattye University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill.

Hintonsuville: the early village of Morgan’s Corner

On the Great Dismal Swamp’s west border, “Hinton,” preamtly displayed on the 1810
Price-Strother Map near the local Perquimans-Pasquotarkkeisjunction, was the
site of William Smith Hinton’s plantation. Hintonas born in New York City in 1772,
the son of a Chowan Precinct native and his wifegBa@mith of Long Island. After
christening their son at Trinity Church, now in the heaNew York’s Wall Street, the
Hintons were back in North Carolina by June 1776, wheelder William Hinton
became a vestryman of Edenton’s St. Paul's Churchignddsthe church’s own
“Declaration of Independence”; this document provided suppdotth Carolina’s
Continental Congress members, who had drafted the K&l#solves in April 17767
The younger Hinton married Mary (“Polly”) Richardsorilin97, and, after serving a
short term in North Carolina’s House of Commons (1798-1&@tjled with his wife’s
family, north of Elizabeth City “one mile from Riv@ridge.”® The newlyweds lived
with the Richardsons for at least one year, during winicé their oldest daughter, Eliza
Elsworth, was born, but by 1799, Hinton had bought a farmisteemerly belonging to
Rachael McDonald” a half-mile away from his in-lawdich he named “Little

2 North Carolina Office of Archives and History, Statbrary Collection, Genealogy, “Hinton Family
Records” ; also D. Appleton & CAppleton’s Journal of Literature, Science, and,Afbl. 12 (No. 276-
201, July-December 1874), pp. 278-79. Hppleton’sarticle reprints St. Paul's Church “Declaration of
Independence,” that, according to correspondent “A. A.iBiri folio 274 of the church’s final vestry
book.

%9 Hinton, p. 4.
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Windsor.”! In 1802, with the announcement of another child’s bitta,Hintons wrote
in the family bible that Lewis Richardson Hinton ha@méorn at “Popular [sic.] Grove
two miles from River Bridge.” As William S. and Pollyirion’s remaining twelve
children (ten of whom lived to adulthood) were born at Popgatave and the last was
born in 1822, it seems reasonable to assume this to Bedhef Hinton’s estate where
the imsgressive, temple-front residence was built in 18R&lylreplacing an earlier
house®

At least three of Hinton’s surviving sons stayed in then@diate area after his 1827
death, which probably led to the vicinity becoming knowfHastonsville” by the mid-
1850s. In 1860, William S. Hinton, Jr., 60 years old, isdiste an unmarried farmer with
considerable real and personal estate holdings; Edgandratinton, 55 years old, is
also a farmer but with a wife and family, as was thengest sibling, George
Washington Hinton (b. 1822), whose firstborn was threesyela. John Mott Hinton
(1820-1880), the son who inherited the family home in 1837 addtsal1849, was
married with children, living in Elizabeth City and workiag a commissions merchant;
having built a dwelling in Hintonsville near the family heptace, J. M. Hinton
apparently decided the farming life was not for him, and $® house in 185%.

From the little documentation existing, it is not evidéwat Hintonsville was ever much
more than a small country village, a convenient middiengd and stopping point for
local planters and travelers. There is no record dhamy being on site other than a post
office, which may have operated as a store as wellpassibly a turnpike gatéBut the
post office apparently did not survive the Civil War, altgh the name carried on in
maps for some years By 1940, whether by the Morgan family’s association i
former Hinton home or because of Herbert Morgan’s ssfaglesarly twentieth-century
country store, this area was referred to as Morgan's €aand the former Hintonsville
Township became a part of Newland Township.

At the eve of the Civil War, sizable numbers of frdecan Americans were living in
this northwestern corner of Pasquotank County, alongis@lelintons. Architectural
historian Thomas Butchko, who authored both Pasquotank £esatvey publication
and Elizabeth City’s National Register nomination, {20si

31 Hinton, p. 5.

32 Hinton, pp. 3-5.

33 US Federal Census, 1860 Population Schedule for HintonBville Township, Pasquotank County;
Butchko,Pasquotankp. 61.

34 US Federal Census, 1860 Population Schedule for HintonBvile Township, Pasquotank County; the
census cited lists, in close proximity to the Hintdaliza Deal, a white 35 year-old woman, listed as “toal
gatekeeper” and the head of a family of six. There s\&W#liam G. Sawyer, a 26 year-old toll keeper,
who was also white.

% There are no listings for a Hintonsville Post Offiedranson’s North Carolina Business Directory
1867-1897, nor is the name picked up inktweth Carolina Year Book1902-1916). Judging from the
1862 mapfFigure 6], it would appear that Hintonsville was oriented northisadar future US 17, rather
than the later Morgan’s Corner’s east-west orienteglong US 158.
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For reasons not understood, Pasquotank County had a digjmogie number of free
blacks from 1810 until 1860. In 1810 the 550 free blacks in the goontprised
nineteen percent of the total black population and seveemeof the total population of
the county; both percentages were more than three titaatate average. The number
and percentage of free blacks in the county increased drattyatihroughout the
antebellum period. The 1,507 free blacks in 1860 constithietg-four percent of the
black population and seventeen percent of the total populpBorentages four to five
times less than those in Pasquotank County....Why Pasqumtanduch a high

percentage of free blacks has yet to be deternifed

One theory for the high number of free blacks in Pasqid@aunty is the influence of
the Society of Friends (Quakers), who established dy feathold in the region and,
although losing political influence after Cary’s Rebellmnd the subsequent Tuscarora
War, remained there until the mid-nineteenth century. Qsakaditionally eschewed
slavery, and most in the Albemarle did not “own” anyiégn Americans’ However,
Jack Temple Kirby's study of lower Tidewater VirginiadaNorth Carolina’s Albemarle
region cites a William Byrd reference to “mulattoas’the edge of the Great Dismal
Swamp, a more likely rationale for Pasquotank County’stiteek population:

The group ‘call’d themselves free,” [wrote Byrd], ‘thoy the Shyness of the Master of
the House, who took care to keep least in Sight, theederm seem’d a little Doubtful.’
Byrd understood that swamp country was refuge to the oppregs#uht the refuge
contained its own, more subtle, oppression for suctilizs: ‘many Slaves Shelter
themselves in this Obscure Part of the World, noravilf of their righteous [i.e., free
white] Neighbours discover [i.e., betray] them. On@uatrary, they find their Account
in Settling such Fugitives on some out-of-the-way-codfi¢heir Land, to raise Stocks

for a mean and inconsiderate Share, well knowing eidition makes it necessary for

them to Submit to any Terms?

Byrd’s assertion that these free blacks lived as seitftse local yeoman farmers might
lend some credence to antebellum Pasquotank County’s dephagframework.
Thomas Butchko’s analysis of Pasquotank County’s 1860 populitsus concedes
“the vast majority of the county’s free blacks remdio@ the farm, where the men were
employed almost exclusively as farm hands and the fememavere washerwomef®”
Some of Hintonsville Township’s African Americans, figiin close proximity to
Hintons and other white landowners, were clearly farndband former laborers;
William S. Hinton, Jr.’s neighbor was thirty-two yeald Bartlet Griffin, described as a
“Farm-hand,” and there was also Lewis Rountree, artyeiggar-old black neighbor who
had no occupation listed. But there were also indepeddaoan American farmers in
the immediate vicinity of Hintonsville such as Court@gthers, Wilson Griffin, Mary

3 Butchko, Elizabeth City National Register NominationEgl2.

37 Butchko,Pasquotankpp. 5-6, 14-15.

3 Jack Temple KirbyPoquosin: A Study of Rural Landscape and So¢@apel Hill: The University of
North Carolina Press), p. 19, op. dlifilliam Byrd’s Histories of the Dividing Line Betwixtryfinia and
North Caroling originally published 1728; introduction and notes by WillianBKyd, new introduction
by Percy G. Adams (New York: Dover Publications, 1967), p. 54.

39 Butchko, Elizabeth City National Register NominationEgl2.
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Edge, Lovina Roach, Isaac Griffin, Ellis Mitchell, \l&im Boggs, and Isaac Moor.
Eighty-five year-old Moses Trueblood, also a free blackéa, was still farming and had
$400.00 of real estate holdingsTheir descendants live in Morgan’s Corner, clustered
along Brothers Road off US 158, and at the intersectidf0158 and Firetower Road
known as Jackson’s Corner.

Figure 7: Transverse-frame barn with hay hood, Black Acre FarewlAhd Township, Pasquotank
County (Thomas Butchko, ca. 1985, NC-HPO Survey and Plaiilgg).

Smaller nineteenth-century farmsteads existed near Hinllensn the shadow of the
Dismal Swamp, one being the two-story, frame side-gabldidgeonstructed for
William J. Spence and his wife Rhoda before 1860. Sperea€state holdings came to
$7,046 in 1860; with a horse, a mule, and two oxen to work4iisacre fields, where he
raised primarily wheat and corn, Spence’s data suggestsfartable agrarian
existencé'! The post-Civil War resurgence of cotton brought other casps to the
region besides corn, but lumber and shingles, aided byrigu&lizabeth City
manufactories such as D. S. Kramer and Sons, rempamadchount in this rural aréa.
Still, the turn of the twentieth century saw a distive rural building type emerge in
Pasquotank County’'s Newland Township, that of the largsvease-frame barn with
projecting, and comparatively diminutive (although promiphé&mangular hay hoods
[Figure 7]; these are seen in Providence Township as well, toethships north of

0 US Federal Census, 1860 Population Schedule for HintonBvile Township; Bland Simpsofihe
Great Dismal(University of North Carolina Press, 1998 edition), pi8-174 . Legendary jazz drummer
Max Roach (1926-2007) is a descendant of Hintonsville’s Rfzalty, who subsisted as farmers, and
laborers to the local shingle and lumber companies.

*1 US Federal Census, 1860 Agricultural Schedule for Pasquotzumity.

“2 Butchko, Pasquotank, pp. 33-35. Butchko cites the ElizakiggtCotton Mills’ 1895 founding as a
turning point in the county’s cotton industry, with 4,004eaqplanted in cotton in 1880, versus 10, 217
acres in 1925. Perusal of the 1880 Agricultural Schedulddariand Township (US Federal Census,
Pasquotank County) shows sheep and wheat production in dedinegemaining steady, and an
approximate average of 1-2 bales of cotton produced ont@ankhip farm.
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Elizabeth City. One theory for the shift from “Engllidoarns, with side-gable entrances,
to these barns with animal pens on either side of a thrpagbage, end-gable

orientation, was the enforcement of state stock &wke turn of the twentieth century.
The stock law was hard for smaller farmers, whadelipon fields and swamps to shelter
their swine and cattle, but it encouraged farmers witremeeans to house and
selectively breed their livestoék These particular barns were a prominent feature in
Newland Township into the 1990s.

This remote section of Pasquotank County remained rudalfewt places of business
until after 1925. The cinder-surfaced Elizabeth City-Nd&rfolad, east of old
Hintonsville, was straightened and replaced with a pavie#t road by 1922; to the west,
the old turnpike through the Desert remained anothat tbhoroughfare until the coming
of the “Acorn Hill Road” (present-day US 158) in 1925. Commwuhubs tended to the
traditional, such as churches and country stores. Newlaitdd Methodist Church built
a new sanctuary near the old village in 1916; the othesrmmammunity churches,
Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Church and Ramoth @iBaptist Church, were,
respectively, sited to the west and northwest. The/Rarris-Jones Store [Figure ],
said to have been constructed between 1910 and 1920, is theeatd®s store of the
small early-to-mid twentieth-century businesses of waatonce been Hintonsville but
was known by 1925 as Morgan’s Corner.

“3 Butchko, Pasquotank, pp. 41, 43.
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A Triumph In Road Construction

& g g -3

Figure 8: The Independer{Elizabeth City, NC), September 11, 1925: Special Hditelebrating the
opening of the "Acorn Hill Road" between Sunbury andddars Corner. Photographer D. Victor
Meekins.

Closing the Gap: “Dismal Swamp Road” connects Sunbury and Morgan’s Corner, 1925-
1959

On September 17, 1925, the town of Elizabeth City held Baggelebration for the
opening of Acorn Hill Road, the new connection of Sunbu Gates County to
Pasquotank County through the “hitherto impassable” GreatdbSmamp. The
Honorable John H. Small, northeastern North Carolicaiggressman who had played a
hand in the Albemarle and Chesapeake Canal along wigh mggional transportation
and commercial ventures, was present. Over 6,000 peoptelatt the festivities—1,000
more than expected—but the 7,500 pounds of barbecued pork, ai@€Dby
sandwiches, “6,000 bottles of pop,” and 400 pounds of pickleageal to feed the
multitudes® Live music, baseball games, speeches by Small and otimitadies, plus
“moving pictures” that evening were for Gates, Pasquotankotmad Greater Albemarle
citizens who saw the new road as essential for ragj@mmd commercial interest.

This “triumph” had its beginnings in the greater sweegtatewide transportation
improvements and legislation launching what is now knas/horth Carolina’s early
twentieth-century “Good Roads” era. In 1916, Congress palssdeederal-Aid Road
Act, allotting seventy-five million dollars for natiahpublic road improvement,
particularly in rural areas, over a five-year pefdarhis legislation, renewed in 1921
with increased funding, gave North Carolina’s fledglingt&tHighway Commission
(SHC) and the NC Good Roads Association, a civic group, maeted wind in their

** The Independenil8 September 1925, p. 1. The article also mentioned p@0@s of potato chips
being on hand.

> The Independenill September 1925 (Special Edition), p. 11.

“8 Walter TurnerPaving Tobacco RoadRaleigh: NC-DCR with NC Transportation Museum Foundatio
2003), p. 4.
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sails, as both groups had worked hard to persuade the legsaprovide the SHC with
substantial annual funding, resulting in the SHC receivitemahousand-dollar annual
appropriation in 1918’ Frank Page’s tenure with the SHC, beginning in 1919, further
aided road construction in North Carolina; Page workesetjowith state counties to
develop transportation projects, secured road-building egnprand channeled growing
vehicle registration fees into SHC furitisBut it was the State Highway Act of 1921 that
pulled statewide transportation efforts into front anatee under this legislation, a
gasoline tax of one cent per gallon was instituted, autdencdayistration fees increased,
and fifty million dollars worth of bonds were issued fwilding “hard surface and other
dependable roads connecting by the most practical rdw@estious county seats and
other principal towns of every count$?"The State of North Carolina, by this bill, also
assumed “ownership and responsibility for maintaining d ¢dta 500 miles of formerly
county roads.®°

Within the years between 1921 and 1925, major transportat&mgeb came to Gates
County, beginning to the west where the SHC proposed spameirighowan River at
Winton in Hertford County. In addition to the bridgleetSHC authorized a series of
roads—Projects 131, 132, and 133—aimed toward diverting the coundgs and
produce into North Carolina rather than its traditioviajinia markets* The last project
of these projected roads, No. 133, was a proposal focctthstruction of a road from
Sunbury across the Dismal Swamp to connect with th& boed which runs west ten
miles from Elizabeth City>® This proposal, apparently in the works since at least 1922,
is credited to have originated with Elizabeth Citypatey and businessman Walter L.
Cohoon (1875-1938). His frequent nemesis, Elizabeth City newspapend essayist
W. O. Saunders, credited Cohoon'’s role in the AcornRblhd where local officials did
not:

Walter L. Cohoon is the father of good roads in Northeaderth Carolina. |
don't think anyone can successfully dispute that fact. It wakeA/Cohoon who
first visualized the great State Highway connecting Paaguaind the County

of Gates. He not only foresaw what others could netarrld not see, but had the
courage and audacity to propose what many considered arsibiipos
engineering feat, the linking of the two counties by a dhightway through an
almost impenetrable mora3s.

*"Turner, p. 2.

“8 Turner, pp. 7, 13Turner notes that statewide auto registration had jumpetd 3;220 vehicles in 1910
to 127,000 in 1920

9 Turner, pp. 12-13.

*% bid.

*1 Albemarle ObservefRoanoke-Chowan Times article reprint), 10 August 19233N@ilson Library,
UNC-Ch, page not given).

> |id.

%3 Butchko, Pasquotank, p. 223he Independeni8 September 1925, p. 1.
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Constructing this two-lane, fifteen-mile road was narsiuous through the middle third
of the project comprising the stretch of the Great Risgwamp. From just below Acorn
Hill, at the junction of the swamp and the Suffolk pca@he remainder of the road east
was entirely on embankment and, in 1923, “the wildest andedt jungle of gigantic
gum and white cedar trees, towering nearly a hundrednféetight” stood between the
road workers and their go#l. Trees were blasted from their foundations by dynamite,
then hauled away while “muck” dug from the twenty-four-foadevdrainage ditch north
of the road bed was used to create a three-foot-high emigawokwith additional height
and surfacing offered from clay dug from a borrow pit nezorA Hill.>® In the end, the
road cost $200,000 more than anticipated, but the objedtoreating a thoroughfare
connecting Gates County and Sunbury to greater Eliz&hstland points east and
northeast had been met. As one mode of transport adl;aare@ther ended; in 1925, the
Federal government acquired the Dismal Swamp Canal, whatlhdéen in commercial
decline for some year§.And with automobiles becoming greater in number plus bette
roads to accommodate them, regional railroad and waterlm@mmerce increasingly
took a back seat.

After the new road was opened, new businesses establisktedgan’s Corner included
a branch of the Farmer’s Bank of Sunbury, which lategeewith First Citizens
Bank>® The rock-faced concrete block gas station at the getrfinus of Morgan’s
Corner Road was built between the late 1920s and earlys18R0gan’s Store, cater-
cornered on the northwest corner of Morgan’s Correadrand the Sunbury-Acorn Hill
Road from the gas station, was built some ten yases. By the early 1950s Linwood
and Lanier Jones, who had taken over the frame couoheg fsom the Harris family,
moved their family grocery to this new hub of commetaking the butcher block with
them® The Ruritans built a community building at Morgan's Gotewest end in the
early 1960s, but little new construction took place aftat.t

Morgan’s Corner has remained predominantly rural. Its maastry throughout most of
the twentieth century was lumbering, particularly whienM. R. White Lumber
Company was active between 1933 and 1967. A small-time opebgticomparison to
Elizabeth City’s more established lumber companies, Wisiegl tram lines, a traditional
practice of later nineteenth-century lumbermen, to tianlder from the swamp forests to
his sawmill west of Morgan’s CornétWhite’s operations mainly ran out of his former

**The Independeniil September 1925, p. 15.
%5 |bid. The article cited that “56,000 cubic yards of saag’ovas brought from the Acorn Hill site.
:s Butchko, Elizabeth City NRHD nomination, p. E-29.

Ibid.
8 Mr. and Mrs. Moses R. White, 1ll, Morgan’s Corner, NBnversation with Penne Sandbeck 21 August
2009. Also, John Hill, Sunbury, NC, faxed communication toneeSandbeck, 14 September 2009.
9 Mrs. Kay Weeks, Morgan’s Corner, NC, 14 August 2009 telepttonversation with Penne Sandbeck.
% Bland SimpsonThe Great Dismalpp. 36-39; P. C. Stewart, “The Shingle and Lumber Indsstrithe
Great Dismal Swamp,” idournal of Forest Historyvol. 25 (April 1981), p. 103; “Logging in the Great
Dismal Swamp,”on the Dismal Swamp Canal Welcome &anebsite
(http://74.125.93.132/search?g=cache:Ofjj1BbeixoJ:https://mwwmalsvampwelcomecendelso, The

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010

28



sawmill near the southeast corner of Mill Pond Rodel {354) and US 158, but he
apparently had other smaller sawmills near Jackson’s €anteGates Counfi}.With
the demise of Mr. White’s lumber company, the largest imdigssremaining in the
immediate area are the J. W. Jones Lumber Compaheg t&outheast, and a feed mill
located nearly at the heart of Morgan’s Corner.

Daily Advance (Elizabeth City, NC) 26 February 1992, p. 2A; this is White's obituary, which cites that
he sold the business in 1967 but continued a smaller opecatiib 1987.

1 Mr. and Mrs. Moses R. White, 11, 21 August 2009; Mr. Whitemtioned that his father had another
lumber mill site on US 158 west of Jackson’s Corner whisrelaughter, Kay Weeks, later ran a beauty
shop. Also, “Logging in the Great Dismal Swamp” citekid/s Gates County mill, but does not give an
exact location.
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Properties Evaluated and Considered Eligible
for the National Register of Historic Places

Hinton-Morgan House (previoudly listed to the National Register; re-evaluation)
Sunbury High School (previoudly listed to the National Register; re-evaluation)
Sunbury Historic District Boundary Expansion
Moses R. White, Jr., House

Mount Carmel United Methodist Church

Properties Evaluated and Considered Not Eligible
for the National Register of Historic Places

Perry-Harris-Jones Store
Newland United Methodist Church and Whitney Cemetery
Johnnie Temple Farm (NCSL)
William J. Spence House
Black Acre Farm (NCSL)
Bruce and Hilda Sawyer House
John Ira Winslow House
James W. Hill Farm
Benjamin F. Pierce House
Whitmel Hill House
Pearce House

Beulah Baptist Church

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010

30



Propertiesin the APE on the National Register of Historic Places

Figure 9a: Hinton-Morgan House, ca. 1932. Photographer, FrancesB@njohnson (printed in Thomas
WatermanThe Early Architecture of North Caroling. 47);Figure 9b: Hinton-Morgan House, 2009.
Photographer, Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT.

Property No. 87:
Hinton-Morgan House, 1590 Northside Road, Pasguotank County
HPO Survey Site Number PK 1 (NCSL, NR)

Constructed in 1826 by planter William S. Hinton (1772-18&# Hinton-Morgan

House remains among the state’s finest examples of adkgdeiod, pediment-front
residence with a transverse-hall interior plan. Besidesxandsomely corbelled
pediment, the house retains its delicately-executedrceayeportico, two comparable
flanking entrances at each side elevation, an erntlese side entrance, and a two-story
rear ell. Thomas Waterman, who studied this residesrcleid 1930s publication of North
Carolina architecture, noted the influence of nineteentitucg builder and carpenter
Asher Benjamin in details such as the classical tre#tofahe house’s front pediment.
He also noted this house following in the footsteps ef‘Morris Plan,” as taken from
British builder Robert Morris’ 1760s interpretations ob&co-Roman design. These
aspects were all things that Hinton, a merchant witlr Merk City connections, would
have had some understanding®Although the house lost two first-floor chimneypieces
to Elizabeth City in the 1940s (where they are now sitligke@ private residence), it
retains an exceptional open-newel staircase thadiaraatic focal point of the house’s
transverse hall.

%2 Thomas WatermarThe Early Architecture of North Carolir€hapel Hill: The University of North
Carolina Press, 1941 (1947 reprintpp, 36-37; Thomas R. Butchko, property entry for Hintor-gao
House, ca. 1988 (NC-HPO Survey and Planning Branch, ardtéslRaleigh, NC); Margaret E. Hinton
Brown, “Hinton Family Records,” unpublished manuscrgat]ection of State Library, NC Office of
Archives and Historyhttp://digitalstatelibnc.contentdm.oclc.org/cgi-
bin/getimage.exe?CISOROOT=/p15012cqll
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Upon William S. Hinton’s death, the house passed to dswiPolly, and then,
following her own demise in 1837, to younger sons John Mintion (1820-1880) and
George W. Hintofi® John Mott Hinton lived in the house until 1849 when hd gaind
200 accompanying acres to a Daniel Sawyer. The Robert H. Méagaly acquired the
house by 1881, and resided there until the 1928 death of Mrgg&igor(“Todie”)
Morgan. By the time of Frances Benjamin Johnson’s 1932 ghegib, the house
remained largely intact, but its distinctive pedimenette window had been enclosed.
Happily, during Theodore W. Wood’s 1950s tenure, both window ansgehhen an
antiques shop) had been restored. The current owner,aghmwned the Hinton-Morgan
House since 1975, has further restored the house to iex @amkteenth-century
appearance.

The Hinton-Morgan House was placed on the North Car&tody List in 1971, and
subsequently listed to the National Register the followmay. The current owner was
contacted in July 2009 regarding access to the property bsg clad to respond;
therefore, it is not known if the outbuildings on thermises (which are not mentioned in
the National Register nomination) are contemporathéchouse. The house itself
remains in excellent condition and the immediate growntlsn the parcel retain mature
trees and shrubs. It remains eligible for the Natiétegister under Criterion C for
Architecture®*

The house’s current property acreage is approximatelyesiglacres, a larger parcel than
when listed to the National Register. Because thedwational Register boundary
was given as an acre immediately surrounding the hobsere actual drawn

boundaries were submitted with the 1971 nomination—a suggesteddry for the
purposes of this project has been inscribed within the dysreperty parcel lines

[Figure 9c].

83 pasquotank County Clerk of Court, Last Will and Tt of William S. Hinton, June 20, 1826, Book
N:40-41; Last Will and Testament of Mary (“Polly”) Hon, December 9, 1837, Book N:142.

% In the prepared nomination, written in 1971, there isxpliit verbiage of what criterion the house was
eligible under but, as only Architecture was checkedmoffrieas of Significance, Criterion C for
Architecture seems a logical determination.
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Figure 9c: Suggested DE Boundary for Hinton-Morgan House, orange-shadéd (llue parcel
boundary lines). Source: Pasquotank County GIS.
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Figure 10a: Sunbury School, 2009. Photographer, Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT

Property No.116:
Sunbury School, NC 32 North, Sunbury, NC
HPO Survey Site Number GA 318; NCSL, NRHP

The present Sunbury School was constructed in 1937, replasmigstantial 1924 brick
complex deemed obsolete and dangerous by the State Doé&adnoolhouse Planning,
W. F. Credle. This imposing, three-part Colonial Revivglesbrick school served the
Sunbury community from 1937 until 1997, first as Sunbury High Sqi®@87-1962),
then as the town’s elementary school. It was placeith® NCSL in 2004, and listed in
the NRHP in 2009 under Criterion A for Education. Ancillawyldings included in the
nomination’s boundary include the school’s former 1908 aliwicibuilding Property
117], the 1940 teacheragé°rjoperty 118], and the 1950s gymnasium adjacent to
Philadelphia Methodist Church.

Because two contributing buildings within the complex—2B868 Agriculture Building
and the 1940 teacherage—were apparently sold by Gates Countiyd&alucation

after the nomination was written and it is not eviddéese present owners were notified
that their buildings were part of a National Regist@mplex, the presently-recommended
boundary is the approximately five-acre tax parcel copisyithe school and

gymnasium Figure 10b]. However, the Agriculture Building and teacherage are
significant examples of rare extant building typesl are included in the proposed
historic district expansion.
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Figure 10b: Suggested DE Boundary for Sunbury School (in red). Sourtes@ounty GIS.
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B. PropertiesListed on the North Carolina Study List (NCSL)

AT o R
SCEME FROM SUM

Figure 11a: Sunbury, NC, Harrell-Rountree Store and former postaffivest side NC 32, ca. 1945 (North
Carolina Postcard Collection, Wilson Library, UNC-@kbHill)

Properties No. 11-15, 90, 92-119, 123-131, 134-140, 142-145:
Sunbury Historic Digtrict (Gates County)
HPO Survey Site Number GA 390, NCSL

The central commercial district of Sunbury, joinedhvwautlying nineteenth-century
farmsteads, was put on the NCSL in 1988 following ThomasHRots architectural
survey of the county. Because it was NC-HPQO'’s opiniot9i88 that the late nineteenth-
and early twentieth-century resources at Sunbury’s NG\82J& 158 crossroads
comprised the most concrete and coherent assortmstruofures, boundaries were
drawn to incorporate the town’s remarkable collectiohistioric commercial buildings,
in addition to parts of two late nineteenth-century faeads, the Costen-Nixon House
(GA 97) and the Jordan-Brooks House (GA 206). Other significavn buildings,
nearly all outside of the district, were individualllaged on the NCSL; these included
the Cross-Nixon House (Property No. 93,GA 101, also inINdiStrict), William
Graham Byrum House (Property No. 104, GA 90), Philadelghited Methodist
Church (Property No. 113, GA 262), C. C. Edwards House (RyoNer 115, GA 111),
and the Crump-Hill House (Property No. 135, GA 102). Exfmpa 1990s convenience
store built at the northeast corner of US 158 and N@h&2dlistrict created in 1988
retains its original buildings and structures.

Properties 11-15, 90-119, 124-131, 134-140, 142-145: Sunbury Historic District
Boundary Expansion

Since 1988, several residential, ecclesiastical, and epomhbuildings passed the fifty-
year mark and, aided by intact, original exterior firaslkl mature landscaping features
such as walkways, trees and plantings, have arriviegtarical significance sufficient to
expand the current NCSL historic district. The proposedh@yrHistoric District
boundary expansion incorporates the town’s northertioppmostly comprised of
residential properties built between 1910 and 1960, with eatfiectures informally laid
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out along NC 32 versus resources constructed after 1935 grougp@abire grid-like,
developed arrangement; the latter practice is cleagly séth the residential areas along
Orchard and Park streets. The expanded district, \sittolises, offices, churches, and
school, adds another chapter to Sunbury’s story, takingnit the earlier district, which
depicted its period as an agrarian village, to that ofalsmid-twentieth-century town
advantageously positioned between the peanut mills obi&w@&hd the industry of
Elizabeth City.

Some resources previously evaluated by NC-HPO as potemtigllyle for the National
Register, are incorporated in this expansion. One pggunbury High School, was
listed to the National Register in 2009. A smaller seatibthe proposed district
boundary expansion runs along NC 32 south of the NCSL boygrefacompassing a late
nineteenth-century cemetery and three dwellings. Countitigated fields within the
parcels, the pre-existing NCSL district comes to appratehg sixty-one acres. The
expanded boundary, including approximately forty-four acresofributing resources
and two-and- a- half noncontributing acres, createvarath proposed district of an
estimated 107.5 acrés.

The Sunbury Historic District, with the suggested boundgpgaesion, isligible for the
National Register under Criterion A for Community Plaxgnand Development, and also
for Commerce.To be eligible under Criterion A the property must retain integtg
must be associated with a specific event marking an important monfenenican pre-
history or history, or a pattern of events or historic trend that naadignificant
contribution to the development of a community, a state, or a natiomdrombre, the
property must have existed at that time and be documented to be assoitfatee
events. Finally, the property’s specific association must be impasanell> Thus, the
Sunbury Historic District’s proposed boundary expansioranesreligible under
Commerce, with its intact later nineteenth-centuny @arly twentieth-century mercantile
complex immediately north of NC 32’s junction with US8. With the additional context
of Community Planning and Development, the expanded dibtyiendary exemplifies,
Sunbury’s transition of developmental patterns and sheralancy of popular, rather than
traditional, buildings styles. Transportation advarares increasing population
transformed Sunbury from a nineteenth-century farming villageregional, mid-
twentieth-century hub. Residences rendered in thi#¢s@ran and Colonial Revival styles
emerged in town during the early twentieth century, withminent examples along
Virginia Avenue, the future NC 32, and Bank Street. The 1820s1930s brought
further uniformity in the guise of Craftsman style, «tery bungalow dwellings north of
NC 158, along Orchard, Park, and Bank streets. Larger peaviggkh, such as the
Mission Revival-influenced American Foursquare built foCCEdwards by Edenton’s
Frank Otto Muth, continued to be built, principally ald¥@ 32 North, which had been
officially completed by 1924, ending Virginia Avenue’s rakethe town’s thoroughfare

! The Gates County GIS and tax online data are ipbzte for some properties in Sunbury, necessitating
some “guestimation” with the help of properties with cortgptéata.

2 National Park Servicd\ational Register Bulletin 18/NVashington, DC: Department of the Interior, 1991),
12.
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to the Old Dominiorf. Orchard and Park, apparently platted in the 1920s, werefurth
built out in the 1950s when Frank Rice and other localeris acquired a number of
“‘demountable” houses from a defunct World War Il housmguglex in Hampton
Roads' These “little boxes,” bought for $1,500 each and tramegdor $1,000. each,
were re-erected in Sunbury as cheap and convenient henisihg, small and easy to
maintain® A few Minimal Traditional and ranch houses, builtfie late 1950s,
completes the overall metamorphosis of Sunbury froora village to a town. The
latest property to be implemented in the district esStnbury Ruritan Club Mini Park,
the 200-foor-long narrow apex of the median between NGh82/aginia Avenue;
longtime Sunbury resident Antoinette Hill Gregory (1900-19%0)adled the small strip
to the Ruritans in 1977, with longtime eastern North Qaaaiongressman, Walter B.
Jones, Sr., officiating at the park’s dedication cemyio

The Sunbury Historic District Expansionnst eligible for the National Register under
Criterion B (Person)-or a property to be eligible for significance under Criterion B, it
must retain integrity and 1) be associated with the lives of persgpm$icant in our past,
i.e., individuals whose activities are demonstrably important withotal, state, or
national historic context; 2) be normally associated with a person’s pro@ulifiey
reflecting the time period when he/she achieved significance; and 3pdteabmpared
to other associated properties to identify those that best represgmerth@n’s historic
contributions. Furthermore, a property is not eligible if its onigtification for
significance is that it was owned or used by a person who is or wasibanef an
identifiable profession, class, or social or ethnic gréuphe Sunbury Historic District
Expansion does not illustrate or feature the activafeany particular person notable in
national, state, or local contexts.

The Sunbury Historic District Expansion is a8mible for the National Register under
Criterion C (Design/Construction). Its significantleation of buildings includes good
examples of the Queen Anne, Commercial, Beaux Adfgrial Revival, Federal
Revival, Craftsman Bungalow, Period Cottage, Moderne, Mihinaditional, and
Ranch architectural styles, reflecting Sunbury’s architet¢evolvement. The district’s
period of significance begins in 1870, when the town’s extantdteads were built
(although sections of earlier buildings remain in towatably the remnants of James
Costen’s former tavern and his first tripartite dwellinow incorporated into the Costen-
Harrell-Rountree House, Property No. 12, GA 154). Theidistiperiod of significance
extends to 1960, as the town gradually closed out itg-y@@r period of municipal
residential development.

% Butchko, Gates, pp. 173-175; NC Roads Annex, “NC 32.”

* Butchko, Gates, pp. 175-176; John Hill correspondence. AcaptdiHill, other people besides Price
acquired these postwar housing units for rental purposesndrth of the historic district were brought
from Norfolk’s Broad Creek Village, and two others cainoen Newport News’ Copeland Park. The
others—on Orchard Street and on US 158 across from BealatisBChurch—arrived at approximately
the same time.

® Ibid.

® John Hill correspondence.

" Ibid. p. 15.
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Finally under the scope given for this report, which dmadly addresses aboveground
resources, the Sunbury Historic District Expansiomoiseligible for the National
Register under Criterion D. For properties to be eligilsider Criterion D they must first
have or have had information contributing to our undedstgnof human history or
prehistory. Second, this information must be consideredrirzupi

Boundary Description and Justification

The proposed Sunbury Historic District Expansion incoresrehe earlier, smaller
NCSL historic district designated by NC-HPO in 1988, With 32 its main central
thoroughfare or “spine.” The district’s northernmostibdary is the former Sunbury
School agricultural building (Property No. 118, PIN 0500648) ¢oetdst, and the Costen
House at 104 NC 32 on the west side of NC 32 (Property No P180500123). As it
progresses south, the district boundary incorporates dwelim@rchard Street’s east
side above Park Street’s intersection. It extenddyi west to include the Sunbury
Volunteer Fire Department (Property 11, PIN 0501491) on USthé&8,proceeds
southward to its terminus at the James Victor Jordauskl (Property No. 92, PIN
0500765) and, on NC 32’s west side, the Cross-Nixon House (Broye 93, GA 101,
PIN 0500399). A short distance south, the small 1870s-1960s cgmoatNC 32's west
side just north of town limits, is proposed as a diiganus addition to the district (PIN
0500127).

8 National Register Bulletin 1%. 15.
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Inventory of Properties: Sunbury Expanded Historic District

Property 11: Sunbury Volunteer Fire Department, ca. 1950. PIN 0501491.

Property 12: CostenHarrell-Rountree House (GA 154, in NCSL Sunbury Hist@istrict), NWC US 158
and NC 32. PIN 0501479

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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Property 13: Costen-Nixon House (GA 97, NCSL Sunbury Historic Diglyis NC 32 South. PIN
0500463.

Property 14: Jordan-Brooks House (GA 206, in NCSL Sunbury Historgtriait), 6 NC 32 S. PIN
0500198.

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
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Property 15: Cemetery, S side US 158, .2 mile east of NC 32. PIN semRroperty 14.

Property 90: Cemetery, west side NC 32 S. PIN 0500127

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
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Property 92: James Victor Jordan House, ca. 1899, 28 NC 32 S. PIN 0500765

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
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Property 93: Cross-Nixon House (GA 10in NCSL Sunbury Historic District), ca. 1885, 25 NC 32 S.
PIN 0500394.

Hentford County Undertakers

Gates Chapel
1258455 4801 Panee |252)-358- 1852 Tax

Property 94: 7 NC 32 N (in NCSL Sunbury Historic District ). P0$00419. Note: did not see a
Survey file for this property in NC-HPO survey files.

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
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Property 95: Benton-Hill Store, ca. 1880 (GA in NCSL Sunbury Higt®istrict), 11 NC 32 N. PIN
0500163.

Property 96: Harrell-Rountree & Riddick Store (GA 155, in NCSL SunbHistoric District ), 8 NC 32

N. PIN 0501479Property 97, the small white detached front-gable building to thybtrof the store, is 10
NC 32 N and was a barber shop. PIN same as Propentyh@iy acquired it as a storage building (source:
John Hill).

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
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Property 98: Former Sunbury Post Office, ca. 1940, 12 NGIB2ZNCSL Sunbury Historic District, no
individual file seen at NC-HPO). PIN 0500113

Property 99: Former Bagley's Ford Dealership, 23 NC 32 N. PIN 0500196

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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Property 100: Former Drug Store, 25 NC 32 N. PIN 0500196

Property 101: Former Bank of Sunbury (now First Citizens Bank), 20320N. PIN 0500195

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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Property 103: 48 NC 32 N. PIN 0500746

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties
Final Identification and Evaluation

NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
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Property 105: 49 NC 32 N. PIN 0500285

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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Property 107: St. Peter's Episcopal Church, 61 NC 32 N. PIN 0500186. Rebuilt t98$le and form of
original 1908 church on site.
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Property 108: St. Peter's Parish House, ca. 1939. PIN 0500642

Property 109: 65 NC 32 N., ca. 1925-1935. PIN 0500329

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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Property 111: Damascus Congregational Christian Church, ca. 1980 (noibdirtg due to age, but a
nicely-designed building and will eventually be contribgtif it's not badly altered)., 84 NC 32 N. PIN
0501386

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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Property 112: Kellogg-Morgan Insurance Agency, ca. 1957. SE CorneRditl Lane and NC 32 N. PIN
0500444

Property 113: Philadelphia United Methodist Church 85 NC 32 N (GA 2623N), at NE corner of St.
Paul Lane and NC 32 N. No PIN listed in GIS.
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Property 115: C. C. Edwards House (GA 111, SL), 1933, 94 NC N. PIN 0500182

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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Property 117: Former Sunbury School Teacherage, ca. 1940, 111 NC 32AN320045
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Property 119: 104 NC 32 N, ca. 1945-1955. PIN 0500123
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Property 124: 55 Orchard Street (Damascus Congregational ChristiancEtParsonage), ca. 1950. PIN
0500137

Property 125: 51 Orchard Street, ca. 1945-1960. PIN 0500197

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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Property 126: 149 Orchard Street, ca. 1930-1945. PIN 500563

o
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Property 127: 47 Orchard Street, ca. 1945-1955. PIN 0500270

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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Property 129: 43 Orchard Street, ca. 1945. PIN 0500453

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
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Property 130: 40 Orchard Street, ca. 1935-1955. PIN 0500441

Property 131: 39 Orchard Street, ca. 1940-1960. PIN 0500751

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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Property 134: Ruritan Park, ca. 1977, median strip between Virginia AvemaeNC 32 N at Orchard
Street. NC-Age

Property 501167: Crump-Hill House, ca. 1922, 14 Virginia Avenue. 0501167

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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Property 137: Copeland-Hill House, Bank Street at Virginia Avenue (meettaddress). PIN 0500886

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010

63



Property 139: 12 Park Street, ca. 1920-1945. PIN 0500052
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Property 140: Norfolk and Carolina Telephone Company Building, ca. 1@4panded 1963. PIN
0500466

Property 142: 9 Bank Street, ca. 1945 (one of several houses throu§labury brought from Hampton
Roads’ military housing in 1945, this is one in particulgdyd condition). PIN 0500272
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Property 145: 22 Bank Street, ca. 1910. PIN 0500165
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Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010

67



C Properties Evaluated for Deter mination of Eligibility for the National Register

Property No. 85:
Moses R. White, Jr., House,, PK 996

Figure 12: Moses R. White, Jr., House, 1053 US 158, Morgan’s Conter, Photographer Penne
Sandbeck, NCDOT, August 2009.

L ocation and Description

Moses Rountree White, Jr. (1900-1992)’s 1940 Colonial Revival-styldence, wide
landscaped lawn, and outbuildings stand on three actasdhear the intersection of
US 158 with US 17. An adjacent forty-three-acre fielthes south and a small bungalow
at the property’'s west boundary remain in the familys@neng the setting of White’s
mid-twentieth-century rural estate. Framing the propentlyies circular entrance drive
are mature crape myrtles, beyond which lies a rangadtwentieth-century, traditional
regional landscaping, much of it planted by Mr. White lisdson. Mature magnolias, a
small setting of dogwoods, cultivated shrubs, and pecas $teeound the house and
lawn; the massive maple tree behind the house remindd time ast importances of
strategic summer shade in the days before air condigoA wooden picket fence
demarcates the property’s domestic and working spacegllesswWorming a partial
boundary to the neighboring small bungalow.

When White bought the property in the late 1930s, the wdstheled small bungalow at
the southeast corner of Brothers Lane and US Efgf8ife 19] was already on site and
part of the parcel. After building his own house, Whiteduse bungalow for a variety of
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lodgers, including relativesOther structures White built on the property, in additio

his home, were a Craftsman style garage with a wastirearkroom, two shingled sheds
for storage and sheep, an arbor gate between the bungiadbtlie house, and, in the

back yard, a shelter that functioned as an open gazébaosm for his children’s
swingset Figures 18, 21, 25].% The diminutive log house used by White’s daughters and
son for a playhouse was brought from another, unknawatibn Figure 24].

According to White’s son, Moses R. White, Ill, thegametal barn at the property’s
south edge was constructed in the 1970s-1980s.

Described by architectural historian Tom Butchko as “ortée@handsomest Colonial
Revival-style houses in Pasquotank County,” White’s oneaahdlf-story dwelling has
several well-appointed exterior details, beginning withaénter bay’s classically-
derived entrance with its coved portico and built-inisgafThere is also the illusion of a
“Dutch Colonial” gambrel roof without the labor, credtsy wide shed dormers at the
house’s front and rear elevations. A screen porch artd-pochere flanking the house,
both with a square rail balustrade, establish symmetgmall rear ell, comparably
balustraded, was built in the 1950s for a kitchen and dsidleinthe house follows a
conventional twentieth-century plan; rather thanranfd entrance hall, the visitor walks
directly into an open vestibule directly facing a eerdogleg staircase, with the dining
room and living room on either side. Walls are plasterdti, some replacement
sheetrock, and window and door surrounds are simply moldade &élse baseboards.
Little has been done to the house, other than maimtenaince Mr. White’s passing in
1992; it remains as he would have known it, including nedlrbf ghe original furniture,
wall hangings, and floor coverings still in place. Heeeened porch is in similar good
condition, retaining its original metal glider, chaisegae, and chairs. For the record,
this TIP’s principal investigator received access intdihgse from the family, who
asked that all images be limited to the exterior andamthbuildings, so that no
photographs of the house’s interior are in this report.

1 Mr. and Mrs. Moses R. White, I, 21 August 2009 conversatio

2 White conversation, 21 August 2009.

R-2579 // Gates and Pasguotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group

Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
69



Figure 13a: Moses R. White, Jr., photograph ca. 1980, published énDéily Advance (Elizabeth City,
NC), 26 February 199Figure 13b: “Loki,” the lumber —hauling locomotive used by White tire tGreat
Dismal Swamp, ca. 1940-1980. Photograph Penne Sandbeck, N@D@ist 2009.

Historical Background
History

Throughout most of the twentieth century, Morgan’s Cosm@ain industry was
lumbering, particularly when the M. R. White Lumber Compwas active between
1933 and 1967. A small-time operation by comparison to Elizabxgts more
established lumber companies, its owner-proprietor MoseWhéd tram lines, a
traditional practice of later nineteenth-century lumbempto haul timber from the
swamp forests to his sawmill west of Morgan’s Corhéthite’s company, which
employed seventy-five workers, mainly ran out of bisill near the southeast corner
of Mill Pond Road and US 158, but he apparently also ownedmaller sawmill near
Jackson’s Corner (located west of Morgan’s Corner astofd.ynch’s Corner) and
another one just over the Gates County fin&fter selling his business in 1967, White
remained active on a smaller scale for the followimertty years. His last lumber
transaﬁction is said to have taken place on July 14, 1988tHan four years before his
death:

% Bland SimpsonThe Great Dismal, pp. 36-39; P. C. Stewart, “The Shingle and Lumber Indsstrithe
Great Dismal Swamp,” idournal of Forest History, vol. 25 (April 1981), p. 103; “Logging in the Great
Dismal Swamp,”on the Dismal Swamp Canal Welcome &anebsite
(http://74.125.93.132/search?g=cache:Ofjj1BbeixoJ:https://wwmalsvampwelcomecendelAlso, The
Daily Advance, (Elizabeth City, NC) 26 February 1992, p. 2A,; this is White's obituary, which cites that
he sold the business in 1967 but continued a smaller operatiib 1987.

* The Daily Advance, 26 February 1992, p. 2A; Mr. and Mrs. Moses R. White2llIAugust 2009; Mr.

White mentioned that his father had another lumbersitdlon US 158 west of Jackson’s Corner where his

daughter, Kay Weeks, later ran a beauty shop. Also, “Loggitige Great Dismal Swamp” (Dismal

Swamp Welcome Center website) cites White's Gatesmanill, but does not give an exact location.

® The Daily Advance, 26 February 1992,

® “Logging in the Great Dismal Swamp” webpage.
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Bland Simpson’s entertainingly informative profile of Mvhite inThe Great Dismal
provides an outline of his early years and career. Bonoithern Perquimans County
near “The Desert,” the sandy pine barren joining théo8uScarp and Dismal Swamp,
White’s first job was as a mail carrier for the Slffand Carolina Railroad at seven
years of age. At twenty-two, White became a bookkeepdRidhhmond Cedar Works’
Dismal Swamp operations, where he quickly moved up to iscptitnber locations and
managing the company’s logging locomotives and machihBrying this time, White
made connections with other lumber companies that provethtdyeous, later leading
to his first major acquisition in his own business—sevauadred acres of juniper forest
in the Swamp sold to him by the J. L. Roper Lumber Company:

I don’t think [White gave] much for it. He run a railrobdck in there and cut it,
brought it out and built a mill up there on 158, on the highwatit¢e made
shingles there, too, out of the smaller stuff, and selliege boards, faster than
he could cut if.

Over the next fifty years, White used small locomaiged a narrow-gauge railway to
haul his lumber from swamp to sawmill; he was one efldist lumber dealers to employ
rail as transport but the Camp and Roper lumber mitgalvith Elizabeth City’s
Kramer and Chesson lumberyards, were much larger apesatnd thus could afford to
invest in trucks and larger-scale transport. Nonethdtsssnotives could haul fifteen
cars of lumber over eight miles of track in the swaaponsiderable task. “Loki,” one of
M.R.White Lumber Company’s long-term locomotives, f&za-ton Plymouth
Locomotive Works engine built before 1943; in that yeamas refashioned for White by
the A. L. Guille Machinery Company in Norfolk, VA, to taka the hard work of

moving logs. White’s heirs donated Loki to the Dismal SwampaC@/elcome Center in
nearby South Mills, NC, where it stands as testimorty¢ last of the Great Dismal's
lumbermer?.

Moses R. White, Jr., did much to benefit Morgan’s Cormnéependent of his business
concerns. He retained his Perquimans County ties througtbenship in the Perquimans
County Masonic Lodge No. 106, but for most of his life bgexhto Pasquotank
County’s Ramoth Gilead Baptist Church, where he was rmad®norary lifetime
deacon, and donated land for a new parsonage for the cimonaid 1959° He owned at
least two commercial enterprises in Morgan’s Coroee, being the Perry-Harris-Jones
country store, which he bought from Luke Perry in the 193WU&e concrete block
dwelling immediately east of the old store was buil¥Myite for a handicapped worker
whose specialty was filing saws and blades. Accordingstddughter, White specifically

" Simpson;The Great Dismal, p. 36.

8 Simpson The Great Dismal [Reggie Gregory interview], pp. 35-36. From informatioeagled on the

Dismal Swamp Center’s website, this acquisition likelyk place in the 1930s.

° “Logging in the Great Dismal Swamp” webpade Daily Advance, 26 February 1992.

19 The Daily Advance, 26 February 1992; Moses R. White, 11l, 21 August 2009 commuoicati

1 Mrs. Kay White Weeks, Morgan’s Corner, NC. Telepheo@munication with Penne Sandbeck 14

August 2009; also White conversation, 21 August 2009. According.tdMiite’s son, he also owned what

is now a mechanics’ shop in Morgan’s Corner (Propebptyt was originally a service station.
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requested that electrical outlets in the house be posttitow for the occupant’s
convenience? He donated land for the local Ruritan building in 1860s and remained
an active, interested member of the community into hising years?

Evaluation

The Moses R. White, Jr., House retains integrity odtion, design, setting, and
materials to a significantly high degree. The house stands original location and
retains its original form, interior plan, and exterit@coration. Integrity of setting is
especially remarkable as White’s cultivation of the prypdreginning with the 1930s
site acquisition, has resulted in a mature exampleidfwentieth-century, middle-class,
Colonial Revival style popular horticulture. Materials ammfkmanship are also strong
aspects of the property’s overall integrity; White’s,swho now lives in the house with
his family, has maintained the property, choosing to repalrrefurbish what few
alterations or restorations have been required, witlenia#s as close to the original
elements as possible. The strength of the first fipe@s of integrity—Ilocation, design,
setting, materials, and workmanship—have resulted in th&eMR. White, Jr., House’s
integrity of feeling and its retaining a firm hold on #eesthetic and historic sense of the
property’s mid-twentieth century timeframe. As sucleyéhis strong association felt at
the property with its creator, Moses R. White, Jrhalgh eligibility under Criterion B.
is not being claimed.

As an intact example of popular Colonial Revival-style miyithe twentieth century’s
second quarter, combined with a mature decorative landst@pdoses R. White, Jr.,
House isigible for Criterion C for Design/Construction. House anddyambody the
distinctive characteristics of mid-twentieth cent@uglonial Revival style, as it appeared
in the Virginia and North Carolina Tidewater region—enmyphent of picturesque
elements such as a circular front drive, framing elesnehtmall flowering trees, and
typically “Southern” plantings such as camellias, boxehaoonkey grass, and crape
myrtles. The setting is further enhanced by period outimgs and fencing. In the light
of present development in Morgan’s Corner, as bottaBéth City and Virginia’'s
Hampton Roads expand, these semi-rural Albemarle resglandetheir landscapes are
caught between; one recent casualty is a house and gropemparable to the White
House, Elizabeth City's Oliver McPherson House, featurdgliichko’s survey.

The Moses R. White, Jr., Housenist eligible for listing on the National Register under
Criterion A. To merit eligibility under Criterion Aa property must retain integrity and
must be associated with a specific event marking an t@pomoment in American
history, or a pattern of events or historic trend thaderasignificant contribution to a
historic context, such as agriculture or social hist8mgnificant and contributing
buildings and structures within the property must have exat#te time of the period of
significance* Although White operated a farm on this property and sortieeof

12 \Weeks conversation 14 August 2009.

13 White conversation 21 August 2009; Simpshine Great Dismal, pp. 36-39.

14 National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991).2.
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outbuildings remain standing in addition to an adjadefd femaining in the family, the
connection of arable land to agricultural outbuildirgggenuous at bed¥lor is the Moses
R. White, Jr., House eligible under Criterion A forr@aunity Development. White
played a role in Morgan’s Corner becoming a semi-rucestoads for northern
Pasquotank and Camden counties during the mid-twentieth cebtiitye did not
actively develop the community, as in platting neighbodsoand streets, nor was he
involved in creating speculative housing or commissionessing for residents.

Regarding Moses R. White, Jr.’s home and a determinatielgibility under Criterion
B: White’s career from 1922 until 1988 has a historic arc,noeagyg just after the peak of
late nineteenth-century Tidewater timber harvesting, andlading past the waning
years of the Great Dismal Swamp’s extensive lumbetimgontrast to J. L. Roper or
Union Camp, White was a small-time operator and by thateyiespecially his use of
nearly-antiquated technology for salvaging and hauling, appsashrowback more in
line with the later nineteenth-century traditions ofttéring® White’s domicile, sited
south of the swamp, could definitely be called the biis labor; he constructed it as
his career was rising, and lived there for the rest ofvbiking life. None of his sawmills
remain, only “Loki,” his diminutive Plymouth Locomotivew at the Great Dismal
Swamp Welcome Center.

Thus, in context of local and county history, Moses Wistclearly significant as part of
the region’s industrial history, but in terms of the NiagibRegister’s requirements for
significance under Criterion B, it is not clear thahit% can as yet be placed in a
scholarly context. However, within the last tweneays, a fair amount of scholarship,
colloquial and more formal, has been amassed concermbgring and the Great
Dismal Swamp, from Bland Simpsonfse Great Dismal to Jack Temple Kirby’s
Poquosin: A Sudy of Rural Landscape and Society. Simpson’s study, the more subjective
of the two, nevertheless does cover many aspects tdgimn and the swamp itself, and
a section based on Simpson’s interview with Moses &\tiinself, is included in the
book. Other scholarship, from Thomas Butchko’s publishelitactural study of
Pasquotank County to master’s theses focusing on lumberaastiarn North Carolina,
has provided some further context. Therefore, whileNlGDOT Historic Architecture
Group’s opinion that the Moses R. White, Jr., Houseiisenitlynot eligible for
consideration under Criterion B, this is a matter thay be reversed in the very near
future.

Finally, under the scope given for this report, which dmedly addresses aboveground
resources, the Moses R. White, Jr., Hous®isigible for the National Register under
Criterion D. For properties to be eligible under Gide D they must, first, have or have
had information contributing to our understanding of humatohy or prehistory.
Second, this information must be considered impoffant.

15 Frederick W. Harrison, Jr. Williamston, N.C., "Therhber Barons: A History of Lumbering in Martin
County and lIts Principal Contributors," Draft of thesisgraduate degree from East Carolina University,
1989, contributed by author.

16 National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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Boundary Description

The proposed boundary of the Moses R. White, Jr., Halisv the present property
lines of Pasquotank County’s GIS Parcel Identification NenY988-107172 , The
approximate size is 3.6 acrésdure 27] and right-of-way is indicated in the aerial
parcel map.

Boundary Justification

The proposed boundary for the Moses R. White, Jr., Hesempasses the principal
dwelling, ancillary outbuildings, structures, and landscapargributing directly to the
property’s historic significance.
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Figure 15: Moses R. White, Jr., House, front and east elevations
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Figure 17: Entrance, Moses R. White, Jr., House
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Figure 19: "The Little House," east and front elevations
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Figure 21: Garage, front and east elevations
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Figure 22: Moses R. White, Jr., House, shed

Figure 23: Moses R. White, Jr., House, small barn
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Figure 24: Moses R. White, Jr., House, log "playhouse," ca. 1945 &od west elevations

Figure 25: Moses R. White, Jr., House, shelter
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Figure 26: Sketch Map of Moses R. White, Jr., Property. NTS, aghfstbm Pasquotank County aerial

GIS map.
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Figure 27: Boundary of Moses R. White, Jr., House. NTS, taken fPasguotank County GIS Map
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Property No. 48:
Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Church, PK 730

Figure 28: Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Church, 834 US 158, JackS€tmiser vic. Penne Sandbeck,
NCDOT, August 2009.

L ocation and Description

Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Church stands in Nedl&ownship in the

community of Jackson’s Corner. A substantial, rurahgXa of Gothic-Romanesque
Revival style, the frame, front-gable building and twoeoswvere constructed between
1903 and 1916 under the tenure of Rev. H. H. Norman, the chdathth minister; a
small hip roof rear extension, housing the first Sunddy8lcrooms, is thought to have
been built at the same time or shortly thereafieear extensions from the hip roof wing
were constructed between 1970 and 1990. The church lot oc2upleacres, most of
which is cleared, with a lawn and paved walkway surroundieghurch, and a spacious
paved lot with basketball goals serving dual functions dfipgrand recreation. An
additional 4.23 acres of woodland belonging to the churcletsufhe church lot at its
west and north boundaries. It is not known if a cenyeggists in either tract, and no
period maps show one. Buildings and structures on timiges include the church and
its attached, one-story Fellowship Hall/Sunday Schiaslstcoom annexes; a 1960-1970s
cinder block storage shed at the parking lot’s east emdthenchurch’s original bell, now
encased at the west side of the lot. The churchihgiklbrick veneer is said to have
been done during Reverend W. J. Moore’s years as pasibaly in the mid-1950s.

Historical Background

According to the church’s records, Mount Carmel Missigrizaptist Church was
founded in 1861 by Miles Harvey and Charles Capps. Origieatlmers of “Harvey’s
Chapel,” which met at a brush arbor for some years)@r&nown other than Harvey and
Capps, although it is known that many free blacks resid@ddkson’s Corner and
Morgan’s Corner (then Hintonsville) at that time. GbdamHodges, a pastor shortly after
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the Civil War, is said to have been instrumental mirigathe first house of worship built.
It was standing in 1888 when William J. Carver, a whatener, and his wife Susan
officially deeded the property to A. E. Williams, Abratence, and Lemuel White, the
“Trustees of Mount Carmel Colored Baptist Churth& second, larger frame church
was erected on site between 1903 and 1916. According to dmstahy, a series of
improvements and additions ensued between 1916 and 1960, fra8blwrestrooms to
the new side-gable fellowship hall/pastor’s office wingjthn the 1980s? According to
church records, the interior was altered in the mithtetwentieth century with
replastered walls, new carpeting, pews, and some repéatestained glass windows..
Two mission churches evolved from Mt. Carmel church, lmxag the African American
Ramoth Gilead Missionary Baptist Church (as opposedetedhlier white church still in
existence) and Lambs Grove Missionary Baptist Chtitch.

It should be noted that, although the church’s brick vemgéook place in the 1950s, it
was carefully done and may have provided the exteriormidtie decorative details than
it may have had prior to veneering. The sanctuary’s markbias a number of
ornamental features, beginning with the stepped baseisamgito stretcher bond arches
delineated with concrete voussoirs and flat buttressbssimnilar details. By
comparison, the other African American rural churcheBasquotank County cited in
Tom Butchko’s architectural study, excepting the eleganad890 Pitts Chapel A.M. E.
Zion Church in Nixonton Township, were simple framédngs. Corner Stone Baptist
Church in Elizabeth City is a comparably exuberant saiely example of a Gothic
Revival frame church brick veneered in the mid-twentiesttury?®°

Evaluation

Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Church retains intggoitlocation and design. The
parking lot built in the 1980s to accommodate the congayatipacted integrity of
setting somewhat, although the area immediately surrogride church building retains
a landscape of mature shrubbery and walkways. Integrityatérials and workmanship
are largely intact, in spite of some replaced mdtesiach as stained glass windows.
Overall, integrity of location, design, setting, m&tks; and workmanship sets the stage
for a thorough integrity of feeling and association:;.

Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Church is recommendedigible under Criterion A
for Religion or African American Ethnic History. To niteeligibility under Criterion A, a
property must retain integrity and must be associatddaviipecific event marking an
important moment in American history, or a pattere#nts or historic trend that made
a significant contribution to agriculture and social mgt&ignificant and contributing

" pasquotank County Register of Deeds, Book 9:53; Federali§&x870 and 1880 Population Schedule
for Newland Township, Pasquotank County; Butchko, Pasquagtaiel; “Mount Carmel Missionary
Baptist Church History” (http://:mtcmbc.org/historyni}

18 “Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Church History.”

19 bid.

20 Butchko, Pasquotank, pp. 107 and 270.
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properties within the district must have existed at the ©f the period of significancé.
Unlike other states, North Carolina does not have angwucontext or Registration
Requirements addressing historic rural African Americanates of statewide and/or
local significance. Furthermore, a Multiple ProperEsumentation Form that might
help to establish such a context within Pasquotank Coungydeutf Elizabeth City does
not exist. However, thanks to Thomas Butchko’s architatsurvey of the county and
the resulting boollong the Banks of the Pasquotank, rudimentary African American
historical context exists for Mount Carmel MissionagpBst Church’s significance to
be established. A sizable church in an impoverished riealand with a documented
history spanning from humble origins to its current placgoirthern Pasquotank
County’s African American community, Mount Carmel M@sary Baptist Church has a
strong association to local historic events and/or patté\s such, it is considered to
meet the standards of Criterion Consideration A feligibus Properties.

Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Churchnist eligible under Criterion B, a category
for individuals whose specific contributions to histoande identified and documented.
No individuals significant in local, state, or natibhatory, are known to have been
active with this church.

Mount Carmel isot eligible under Criterion C for Design and Construction. To be
eligible under Criterion C, a property must meet ongheffollowing requirements:

-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, pa&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction?

The church has intact exterior features that makgadoa example of twentieth-century
Gothic Revival, particularly the flanking towers, tallised-glass windows with brick
and concrete detailing, buttresses, and the gabled enparim®. However, the setting
was substantially altered with the 1980s parking lot ateyity was compromised when
the original interiors were completely done away whithrthermore, there are much
stronger examples of African American Gothic Revivalesthurches within the county,
particularly Elizabeth City’s Mount Lebanon A. M. Bo& Church Figure ]

Finally, under the scope given for this report, which dmedly addresses above-ground
resources, Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Churaiotseligible for the National
Register under Criterion D. For properties to be eligilmider Criterion D they must,
first, have or have had information contributing to owterstanding of human history or
prehistory. Second, this information must be consideredriapid® No additional

1 National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991).2.

22 National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.

%3 National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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aboveground information specific to Criterion D was digred during fieldwork or
research.

Figure 29: Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Church, east elevagiot west elevation of annex taken
from point SE of new fellowship hall.

Figure 30: Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Church, west elevafiom point SW of building.

R-2579 // Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
86



Figure 31: Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Church, east elevatiomew fellowship hall annex (at rear
of building).

Figure 32: Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist Church, detail of wind@msl buttresses.
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Boundary Description and Justification

Boundary Description

The proposed boundary of Mt. Carmel Missionary Baptiair€h follows the present
property lines of Parcel Identification Number 7978 124807. Theoappate size of the
parcel is 2.44 acre§igure 33). Right-of-way is indicated on the aerial parcepmas
boundaries are drawn to allow for approximately 25 feeigbt-of-way.

Boundary Justification

The proposed boundary for Mt. Carmel Missionary Ba@sirch encompasses the
principal features contributing directly to the propertyistoric significance.
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Figure 33: ParcelBoundaries of Mt. Carmel Missionary Baptist ChurchTS\adapted from Pasquotank
County GIS Map. Suggested east boundary for purposes o iD&icated by dashed blue lines.
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Property No. 72:

Perry-Harris-Jones Store

Figure 34: Perry-Harris-Jones Store, 992 US 158. Photographer Famubeck, NCDOT.

L ocation and Description

Directly facing the terminus of Mill Pond Road at US 158, Berry-Harris-Jones Store
is surrounded by woodlands and flat agricultural terrainoAdiog to one longtime
resident, Luke Perry built the original section of $hare circa 1915, next to his two-
story frame house; the house no longer stands, butdfeet®s had many years of 38e.
The sweet gum tree shading the store’s concrete blodkewiension is probably a
“volunteer” tree, not intentionally planted.

The original section of the store is the front-gaieatherboarded building, its front
elevation shaded by an attached, gabled “pass-through”rstigtigorted by brick piers.
The building itself stands on low brick piers, conedaby barn tin and plywood skirting.
If the store ever had gasoline pumps, they have beenfgioseme years so that the
sheltered area is clear, except for the 1980s-1990s woodenaaainpgl to the paired
sash door entrance. The paired nine-over six, double-hshgsadows flanking the
entrance is unusual and gives some credence to omethkt the store is now 100 years
old; however, the east elevation windows and door werlessd some years ago. The
lower gabled rear extension, also frame, retains mtith German siding; this appears
to have been built for storage, as was the wider, 19968s asbestos shingle-covered
extension immediately behind FEigures 37, 38]. The shed-roof cinder block extension
at the store’s west elevation was constructed by Limlnarw Lanier Jones in the 1950s
for storage as weff

2 Mrs. Kay Weeks, 14 August 2009 telephone conversatios.. Wieeks could not remember which side
of the store the house stood, but an older oak tree datigseast, where a 1960s concrete block house is
on site, and is the probable original location.
% \Weeks conversation August 2009; White conversation 21 August 2009.
R-2579 // Gates and Pasguotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010

90



Historical Background

In the early Good Roads era of North Carolina when tuzakportation was
considerably more difficult, country stores filled a it@e in community commerce and
government functions; in addition to farming needs awndd$tuffs, small stores served as
post offices and voting stations. One local residesdlied her parents describing Mr.
Perry’s merchandise as being primarily seed, fertiliaad some groceries. When Perry
ceased operating in the 1930s, Moses R. White, Jr., bowgptdperty and leased it to
G. W. Harris, who apparently stayed there for somesyeal936 notice for poll tax
locations listed Harris along with Horace Lynch’sretat Lynch’s Corner and five other
country stores in Newland TownsHip.Harris’ tenure was followed by the Jones
Brothers, who apparently made the most alterations tbuit@éing, adding rear and side
extensions for storage; they were particularly knowrttieir selection of local meats.
When the Jones brothers moved to the heart of Morgaorser in the 1950s, they took
the store’s butcher block with them. The store contirtaezperate on a smaller into the
1960s; in recent years, it has been leased to varioushelsuaad most recently used as a
thrift shop. The current owner, Moses R. White, dtdaghter, stated that the store’s
shelves were taken down during the time it was leasedlasreh, but that the one-room
section of the store retains its center posts. Ackes the store’s interior was not
granted.

Few of these early twentieth-century commercial @esntemain in this part of the
Albemarle. On US 158 are the remains of Horace LynchrehyCorner storeFroperty
No. 39, DNE] and H. B. Morgan’s 1940s concrete block store in theecerftMorgan’s
Corner Property No. 77, DNE]. Further afield but within a fifteen-mile radius aveot
former country stores of comparable age and form to ¢hg/fMHarris-Jones Store.
Although its shutters are secured so that the intexinof visible, Nicanor’'s country store
on SR 1001 and SR 1204 hows comparable form, as well asDadedpper signage on
its north elevationHigure 41]. Closer to the Perry-Harris-Jones Store is a hip 16@0Ds
country store between Winfall and Nicanor that, althodefieriorated, retains a number
of original exterior elements from a paired sash datr gecorative screens to post-
over-brick-pier supportdHgures 42, 43].

% \Weeks conversation August 200%e | ndependent, March 27, 1936, p. 2.
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Evaluation

The Perry-Harris-Jones Store retains integrityooétion, as it has remained on its
original site, and integrity of setting is likely comphle, although it is known that an
earlier house once stood immediately west of the s&dtiough the store’s original
front-gable, weatherboarded core remains, it has undesgweeal alterations and
experiences several expansions that have compromigeplitytof design, materials, and
workmanship. Consequently, integrity of feeling and astoniare compromised as
well.

Had the store’s exterior and interior features remaimdt, the Perry-Harris-Jones
Store would have been exemplary of the early twentiethucg “Good Roads” rural
country stores, from the sheltered entrance for autoe®lio an intact interior telling
the story of these small commercial establishmeg@tsccessive alterations to the
building, the most compromising being the removal of tbees shelving, severely
compromised the building’s original plan, form, and finisfurthermore, there are
country stores a short drive away that have retaingé meegrity than the Perry-Harris-
Jones Store.

The Perry-Harris-Jones Store is recommendeatbisligible for listing to the National
Register of Historic Places under Criterion A. To meligibility under Criterion A, a
property must retain integrity and must be associatddaviipecific event marking an
important moment in American history, or a pattere#nts or historic trend that made
a significant contribution to agriculture and social higfd In spite of information
imparted from Thomas Butchko’s Pasquotank County architddtistory study and
from local citizens, it is not evident that this stptayed a unique historic role in the
county or the state, making it ineligible under the egindf Commerce or Government.

The Perry-Harris Jones-Storenist eligible under Criterion B, a category for individuals
whose specific contributions to history can be idemtiaad documented. No individuals
significant in local, state, or national history are\kndo have been active with this
store.

The Perry-Harris-Jones Storenist eligible under Criterion C for Design and
Construction. To be eligible under Criterion C, a properust meet one of the following
requirements:

-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, pa&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction?®

27 National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991).2.

28 National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.
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Finally, under the scope given for this report, which specifically addresses above-ground
resources, Perry-Harris-Jones Stoneaseligible for the National Register under

Criterion D. For properties to be eligible under Criterion D they must, first, have or have
had information contributing to our understanding of human history or prehistory.
Second, this information must be considered impoffaxb additional aboveground
information specific to Criterion D was discovered during fieldwork or research.

% National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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Figure 35: Perry-Harris-Jones Store, east elevation. Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT, August 2009.

Figure 36: Perry-Harris-Jones Store, east elevation, detail of enclosed door and alterations to siding
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Figure 37: Perry-Harris-Jones Store, east and north elevations.

Figure 38: Perry-Harris-Jones Store, north and partial westagion.
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Figure 40: Perry-Harris-Jones Store, entrance
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Figure 41: Nicanor Store, SR 1001 at SR 1204, Nicanor, Perquimans CoBetyne Sandbeck, NCDOT,
August 2009

Figure 42: Country store, W side NC 37 at SR 1120 jct., N. Winfall Hienne Sandbeck, NCDOT, August
2009
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Figure 43: Country Store, N. Winfall vic., north and front elevations
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Property No.55:

Newland United Methodist Church and Whitney Cemetery
PK 739

= Hi,

Figure 44: Newland United Methodist Church, Firetower Road, froavalion. Penne Sandbeck NCDOT,
August 2009.

L ocation and Description

Seated on a small rise, the frame, Queen Anne-stylalNd United Methodist Church,
constructed in 1916, is the second church on this sitebyuilie congregation. At the
north side of the Jackson’s Corner community, the ¢hsiisetting was semi-rural,
framed by woodlands and fields, until the recent additfammower station facing the
church property’s east border across Firetower Road.

Its central form a cross-gable, auditorium-style ptha,church’s focal point is an
unusual two-stage belltower entrance, the flanging taprto lower stage reminiscent of
Elizabeth City’s Christ Episcopal Church (1856-1857)’s polygbnak belltower

[Figure 53]. At the tower’s lower section is the church’s prpadientrance, lit by a glass
fanlight also recalling two area landmarks, the Hintoor§hn House’s pediment fanlight
and the fanlight gracing the previous church on site (1886-194i$ nat known how
much of the sanctuary’s interior has remained intaG®DNT’s Historic Architecture
Group contacted the church in July 2009 to request permigi@ccess, which was not
granted. There are two prominent extensions from the samctuary, the 1949
educational annex directly behind the church, and the 196%kifefiowship hall side-
gable annex attached to the church and just south of thiagéok®® There are no other
outbuildings or structures, and landscaping is largelydohito boxwoods framing the
paved walkway around the church building. According to chtechrds, the church’s

30 “History of Newland United Methodist Church, 1791-1984” (patep Newland United Methodist

Church file, NC-HPO Survey and Planning Archives), p. 7.
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largely shingle-clad exterior was first covered with replacement siding in 1949, and
appears to have had subsequent aluminum and vinyl siding added over tfé years.

History

This church is one of the oldest in Pasquotank County, founded as a Methodist society as
early as April 1791. Its earliest building was a frame meeting house, which stood on the
south side of US 158, across from the present-day Mount Carmel Missionary Baptist
Church, by 1801; Methodist missionary Francis Asbury is said to have visited the new
meeting house five days following its completion. Apparently a second sanctuary was
built on the site of the first in 1837, according to the 1916 church’s cornerstone.

The Methodist Church was deeply divided over the question of slavery, resulting in
Newland becoming part of the Methodist Episcopal Church South by the outset of the
Civil War.*? In 1886 Newland Methodist Episcopal Church South relocated to its current
site, approximately two miles east of their old meeting house. According to church
history, the new church “was a one-room building, surrounded by large trees. It had a
steeple atop a high-pitched roof and the front double door was ‘crowned’ by a fan-shaped
glass window. The center aisle led from the front door to the altar with simple pews on
each side.” A documentary photograph of this second house of worship [Figure ] depicts
arched double-hung sash windows with louvered shutters, and the steeple just discernable
above the front gable. In less than thirty years, however, the congregation outgrew the
building and felt it best to build a more ‘modern’ church. The 1913 building committee
recommended that the new sanctuary be based upon the Gothic Revival-style Methodist
church constructed at Old Trap (now demolished). When the 1886 church was
demolished in August 1916, its lumber and fanlight window were salvaged for a nearby
barn. The new church’s lumber came from Job Williams’ nearby sawmill and the
cornerstone cites Alex B. Williams, Jr., who was the state’s Grand Mason in 1916 and
may have played a role in the church’s construgtidRecords describe the new church

as having an Akron plan as well as an auditorium plan; in the case of the former, a sliding
screen separated three semi-partitioned rooms from the sanctuary so that they could be
used as classrooms when needed, or as additional open space wheri’needed.

According to Newland United Methodist Church’s published history, several changes
occurred to the church’s physical building over the following ninety years. The small
gabled extension just southeast of the church building was constructed in 1949 to serve as
the ladies’ classroom, the nursery, the kindergarten classroom; two bathrooms were also
in this annex. At that time, the sanctuary interior was replastered, and the choir loft was

% |bid.
32 The Methodist Episcopal Church South would not reunite with the rest of the Methodist denomination to
form the United Methodist Church until 1939.
33 Mr. Williams does not show up in Pasquotank or Camden county census records in 1910 or 1920, so his
name being inscribed on the cornerstone has still not been explained; current hypothesis stands that he was
somehow connected to Job and William James Williams, both of whom were on the Newland Methodist
Church’s building committee.
34 Newland Church History, pp. 6-7.
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constructed.The following year, the sanctuary’s formeodvstoves were replaced with
two oil burners. More changes came in 1958 when the sanstu@grior was remodeled
with hardwood floors; a subsequent sanctuary renovationpiack in 198G° The larger
rear anrs'léax, built in 1965, houses the fellowship hall, al&®uchool classroom, and a
kitchen:

Evaluation

Newland United Methodist Church is recommendedaisligible for listing to the
National Register of Historic Places under CriteorTo merit eligibility under

Criterion A, a property must retain integrity and mustbsociated with a specific event
marking an important moment in American history, or thgpa of events or historic
trend that made a significant contribution to agriculamd social history’ In spite of
information imparted from Thomas Butchko’s Pasquotank Coanafyitectural history
study and from the church’s own historical pamphlet, nough information exists at
this time to evaluate Newland United Methodist Church’histole in the county or
the state and if such a role merits historic signifiean

Although it retains integrity of location and settinglaome integrity of design,
replacement exterior vinyl siding, obscuring original detaf the building, compromises
Newland United Methodist Church’s remaining integral aspafctsaterials and
workmanship. This, in turn, makes it difficult to gain a gaeawsense of the church’s
original appearance and its singular expression of Gothiov&eamnd Queen Anne style.

Newland United Methodist Churchnst eligible under Criterion B, a category for
individuals whose specific contributions to history candemtified and documented. No
individuals significant in local, state, or national brgtare known to have been active
with this church.

Newland United Methodist Churchnst eligible under Criterion C for Design and
Construction. To be eligible under Criterion C, a properust meet one of the following
requirements:

-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, pa&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction®®

% Newland Church History, p. &: “In 1965, the kitchen, iabball, and one classroom were built and in

1980 the sanctuary was renovated.”

3% Newland Church History, p. 7.

37 National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991},2.

38 National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.
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Had the 1916 building’s exterior and interior featuresaieed intact, Newland United
Methodist Church could well have been one of the cosiligst examples of an
ecclesiastical Gothic Revival-Queen Anne-style buildingh@ugh access was not
granted to the interior, Newland Church’s own publishedbhdtists alterations and
renovations taking place between 1949 and 1980 that changedilttiag’s original plan
and finish; these are listed above, in the historyiaeciMore problematic is the
replacement aluminum and vinyl siding that has coveredhiech’s original shingles
and weatherboarding for some yedfg{ires 44-50], substantially altering its specific
design and decoration.

Finally, under the scope given for this report, which dmedly addresses above-ground
resources, Newland United Methodist Churchaseligible for the National Register
under Criterion D. For properties to be eligible undete@on D they must, first, have or
have had information contributing to our understanding ofdruhistory or prehistory.
Second, this information must be considered imporfado additional aboveground
information specific to Criterion D was discoveredidgrfieldwork or research.

Whitney Cemetery, located across Firetower Road fremland United Methodist
Church, was initially thought, during reconnaissance, théehurch’s burying ground.
Since that time, further research confirmed thatnibisconnected to the church, rather
being a graveyard for a few local families, such asSipences and Williams. Although it
has remnants of earlier landscaping (one elemeng lagirelderly horse chestnut tree),
there are no decedents there of transcendent importasceid historic events take place
there. Furthermore, Whitney Cemetery does not posssi$gete or technological
qualities. Therefore, Whitney Cemeterni dligible for the National Register under
Criteria Consideration D.

39 National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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Figure 45: Newland United Methodist Church, south elevation (1949xamoreground). Penne
Sandbeck, NCDOT, August 2009.

Figure 46: Newland United Methodist Church, north elevation.

Figure 47: Newland United Methodist Church, detail of sign, frdewation.
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Figure 50: Church tower, showing shingles beneath replacement siding.
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Figure 52: Newland United Methodist Church, 1886 sanctuary. Prieallection, reprinted it©n The
Shores of the Pasquotank.
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2009.

Figure 54: Whitney Cemetery, detail of older section of cemetd?gnne Sandbeck, NCDOT, August
2009.
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Johnnie Temple Farm
Property No. 42 (PK 799, NCSL)

Figure 55: Johnnie Temple Farm, front elevation of house. Penne SdqdbeDOT, May 2009.
L ocation and Description

At one time one of the best examples of an earyiibtwentieth-century-Newland
Township Farm, the Johnnie Temple House is sited on 22.2 aicde when it was
surveyed for the Pasquotank County Historic Architectureeurv1985, contained a
number of small and large agricultural outbuildings, inittmidto a developed farm
complex. The circa 1935 house, although its windows andgshtiive been replaced,
retains its one-and-a-half-story form and bungalowesiitled porch. The house’s one-
story rear ell has been altered by replacement sahdgvindows, in addition to which it
now has an open deck. Some elements of post-and-boacdlagal fencing remain, as
well as outbuildings on the house’s east side like thatlveeboarded garage and gabled
smokehouse. But much has been lost, particularly thérameverse-frame barns, once
among the best examples of this type in Pasquotank Cdbatgjder barn, which was
located west of the house, has been gone for someaimdehe “big barn”, just
southwest of the house, is in shamblegire 60].

Historical Background

Thomas Butchko’s research suggests an earlier house stabid property built by
Almon S. Temple (1839-1908), a farmer and the father of Joliliaie Temple (1889-
1962). The elder Temple is thought to have built the edraasverse-frame barn, which
would have made it one of the earliest examples inawaship, were it still standing.
Johnnie Temple inherited the farmstead and, in additidimetdungalow, built the larger
transverse-frame barn, in addition to moving the weatiz@ded smokehouse from
another site to the property. After Johnnie Temple&ldehe farm passed to his
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grandson, Willie Carroll Temple, who maintained a sif@alinstead with chickens and
pigs as recently as 1985. Presently, no animals wereosettie property and the farm is
now in possession of Willie C. Temple’s héfifs.

Evaluation

The Johnnie Temple Farm is recommendedaa®ligible for listing to the National
Register of Historic Places under Criterion A. To meligibility under Criterion A, a
property must retain integrity and must be associatddavipecific event marking an
important moment in American history, or a pattere#nts or historic trend that made
a significant contribution to agriculture or another histoontext!* In spite of
information imparted from Thomas Butchko’s Pasquotank Coanafyitectural history
study and from local citizens, it is not evident that tarsn played a unique historic role
in the county or the state, or remains exemplaryha$@ric farm complex, thereby
making it ineligible under the context of Agriculture.

The Johnnie Temple Farmnst eligible under Criterion B, a category for individuals
whose specific contributions to history can be idemtiaead documented. No individuals
significant in local, state, or national history are\kndo have been active with this
store.

The Johnnie Temple Farmnst digible under Criterion C for Design and Construction.
To be eligible under Criterion C, a property must mewet af the following requirements:

-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, pa&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction’?

Had the complex remained intact, particularly the bé#nissproperty would have been
the chief example of a rural Pasquotank County farm cexnpéplete with two
exceptional barns. The loss of both transverse-filaames, changes to the complex, and
alterations to the 1935 bungalow compromised the integrifyi®farmstead seen in
1985 and was a major blow to integrities of setting, designkmanship, feeling, and
association. Furthermore, the Johnnie Temple Farmesegample whereby retaining
integrity of location does not override the changesss-lof cultivated land and loss of
integral, indigenous outbuildings—impacting integritysefting. With the house itself,
integrity of design is compromised by an unsympatheticaddition and replacement
siding compromised the integrities of materials and workmanshi

“0 Butchko, Pasquotank, pp. ; Pasquotank County Tax Officeséssent Information for PIN

7968)409445 (Temple property).

“1 National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991}.2.

“2 National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.
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Finally, under the scope given for this report, which specifically addresses above-ground
resources, the Johnnie Temple Farmaseligible for the National Register under

Criterion D. For properties to be eligible under Criterion D they must, first, have or have
had information contributing to our understanding of human history or prehistory.
Second, this information must be considered impoffaxb additional aboveground
information specific to Criterion D was discovered during fieldwork or research.

“3 National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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Figure 58: Johnnie Temple House, altered rear ell, west elevation
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Figure 59: Johnnie Temple Farm, remnants of fencing (smokehouse in background). Penne Sandbeck,
NCDOT, August 2009.

Figure 60: Johnnie Temple Farm, ruins of "Big Barn." August 2009
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Property No. 40:

William J. Spence House, PK 794

B

.‘"3'61h ':.I‘. ] i WL ' o 'I‘
Figure 61: William J.

'S'p-e'r'ice' ouse 1'2“3émli\|ewland Road (SR 1356 at NE Corner of US 158). Penne
Sandbeck, NCDOT, August 2009.

L ocation and Description

Thought to have been built by 1853, the William J. Spence House is located in the
Lynch’s Corner vicinity of Newland Township. Presently, tall pines, oaks, and pecan
trees surround the house and there are no remnants of an earlier domestic outbuilding
complex, nor is there any fencing or cultivation on the premises. The two-story, three-bay
frame house retains its basic form and fenestration plan, as well as a double-shoulder
irregular 7:1 bond brick chimney at its south elevation, and the original engaged shed
roof porch. However, the house’s architectural details have been obscured by
replacement vinyl siding. Other modern alterations include a small one-story extension
off the rear shed ell and the loss of the porch’s original support posts. Outbuildings on the
property are a large, later nineteenth-century frame barn, mid-twentieth-century metal
feed silos, and a diminutive one-story 1960s cottage sided with asbestos shingles that was
apparently a tenant house.

Thomas Butchko was able to gain access to the Spence House’s interior during the 1985-
1987 Pasquotank County survey, where he observed the hall-parlor plan house had
retained few earlier elements other than the semi-enclosed stair at the rear shed extension
and a plain Federal-Greek Revival-style chimneypiece on the second floor. Butchko

noted at the time that all windows had been replaced and wall coverings refashioned.

Historical Background

The earliest association known to this dwelling is that of William J. Spence (1833-1917),
the son of Mark and Mary Spence. Conjecture that this may have been William Spence’s

! Thomas Butchko, William J. Spence House survey form and entry (PK 992, ca. 1985), Survey and

Planning Archives, NC-HPO
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parents’ home has not been verified, as neither Marlaoy Spence filed a will with
the Pasquotank County Clerk of Court, nor is there a peaba¢ntory. Spence married
Rhoda Richardson (1830-1896) in 1853 and the two were living on tiespsesoon
afterward® By 1860, Spence was making a small, though comfortableglim the farm,
his personal estate at $6,929 and the farm'’s real estlae amounting to $7,04an
1860 he was farming 145 cultivated acres, with 125 acres of waldiléth one horse,
one mule, and two oxen. Spence’s forty swine likelpded in the woods; unlike other
Pasquotank County farmers, he had no sheep although he oweeddivs and four
other cattle. His principal crops were wheat, corn, aveks potatoe$ After Spence’s
death, local landowner Hollowell W. Brite, bought tleise and farm, turning it into a
tenant farm. The property passed to his daughter Evelyn®régory, and is now
owned by her son William Gregory, who maintains itexgtal property.

Evaluation

The William J. Spence House is recommendedoagligible for listing to the National
Register of Historic Places under Criterion A. To meligibility under Criterion A, a
property must retain integrity and must be associatddaviipecific event marking an
important moment in American history, or a pattere#nts or historic trend that made
a significant contribution to historic contexts such gsi@ulture or Social Histor$. In
spite of information imparted from Thomas Butchko’s PasapuoCounty architectural
history study and from local citizens, it is not evid#ait this house or farm played a
unique historic role in the county or the state. Furtheeibie property’'s physical setting
has clearly changed over the last thirty years, makiogse of eligibility under
Agriculture harder to defend.

Had the William J. Spence house and farmstead remaired, iparticularly this

property would have been a solid example of an mid-ningtezmtury rural Pasquotank
County farm complex that had made the transformaditieaa to the twentieth century
while retaining a “sense of place.” This is arguably seendegree with the 1960s farm
tenant house still standing on the premises. Howelianges to the complex with the
loss of outbuildings and cultivated farmland, and unsympataiérations to the house
further compromised the integrity of this farmstead alyeseen to be in trouble by 1985.
The subsequent losses and alterations are a cumulatiyg@mise to integrities of
setting, design, workmanship, feeling, and association.

The William J. Spence Housernst eligible under Criterion B, a category for individuals
whose specific contributions to history can be idemtiaad documented. No individuals
significant in local, state, or national history are\wndo have been active with this
dwelling.

2 Thomas Butchko, William J. Spence House survey formeatny (ca. 1985), Survey and Planning

Archives, NC-HPO.

3 US Federal Census, 1860 Population Schedule for HintonsRille, Pasquotank County.

* US Federal Census, 1860 Agricultural Schedule for Pasquotzumity.

> William J. Spence survey file, NC-HPO; Pasquotank CoGit$; data for PIN 7958_838420.

® National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991},2.
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The William J. Spence Housernst eligible under Criterion C for Design and
Construction. To be eligible under Criterion C, a properust meet one of the following
requirements:

-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, pa&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction’

Although interior access was not granted to NCDOTstdtic Architecture Group,
Butchko’s documentation of over twenty years ago descabeanterior with already
compromised integrity. The exterior, with its replacatr&ash, doors, and siding, has
further obscured or obliterated the house’s intrinsi@aesnd construction details.

Finally, under the scope given for this report, which dmedly addresses above-ground
resources, the William J. Spence Houseoiseligible for the National Register under
Criterion D. For properties to be eligible under Gide D they must, first, have or have
had information contributing to our understanding of humatohy or prehistory.
Second, this information must be considered impoftatat.additional aboveground
information specific to Criterion D was discoveredidgrfieldwork or research.

" National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.

8 National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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Figure 62: William J. Spence House, front and south (chimney) elmvaPenne Sandbeck, NCDOT, May
20009.

Figure 64: W
background). Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT, August 2009.
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Property No. 35:

Black Acre Farm, PK 629 (NCSL)

Figure 65: Black Acre Farm, 284 US 158, Tadmore vic. Front elevatidronse. Penne Sandbeck
NCDOT, August 2009

L ocation and Description

Positioned in the midst of drained swamplands legs ahaile east of the Great Dismal
Swamp'’s stretch into Gates and Perquimans countiek Bl@e Farm was built in 1923
as a tenant farm for Walter L. Cohoon (1875-1938), an lagdiraCity attorney and
businessman. At the time of Thomas Butchko’s 1980s couciytectural survey, the
two-story, American Foursquare farmhouse was flanked byren&rees, a landscaped
front lawn, and extensive fencing. The farmstead alsdcaf@andsome agricultural
outbuilding complex including two transverse-frame barnd¢ifestock, a smokehouse,
and a later twentieth-century tractor shed. Of the mgikiButchko documented, only the
house and the tractor shed remain. The house, oncelemtsamong the finest county
examples of an American Foursquare residence, has undetfgamges as well. The
shingled second story described by Butchko has, with the 'saursginal
weatherboarding, been awkwardly replaced with vinyhgjdVinyl windows replaced
the two-over-two double-hung windows seen in 1980s photogr@pher changes
include the front screen porch’s removal (the hip roofaias) with replacement support
posts), and the rear shed porch’s enclosure.

Historical Background

Walter L. Cohoon, an Elizabeth City native, was a gbFrederick Cohoon of Tyrrell
County and Lydia Brothers Cohoon. After receiving a Bddgree from Wake Forest
College in 1898, Cohoon threw himself into the politicarg; joining the editorial staff
of Raleigh’sMorning Post (1898-1901) and working in the 1898 and 1900 Democratic
campaigns. Given his affiliations with the Democratetf, the Junior Order of United
American Mechanics (Jr. OUAM), and the Order of Red Meds,likely Cohoon
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ascribed, like many of that period, to white supremacy anddiwave supported
disenfranchising African Americans of their right to vd®uch leanings further support
and explain Cohoon'’s later volatile relationship vitizabeth City journalist W. O.
Saunders.

Returning to Elizabeth City, Cohoon married and settieal & career as an attorney with
diversified business interests. He was Secretarflipabeth City's Chamber of
Commerce (1904-1908), and the town’s attorney between 1909 and 194tartidd a
weekly newspaper, thear Heel, in 1901, the forerunner of thgeekly Advance, and

later theDaily Advance. By 1915, he was serving his community as a State Sdbator
the First District:® Back in Elizabeth City, Cohoon was in an increasiragirimonious
rivalry with W. O. Saunders, the editor of the competimependent. Founded in 1908
by opponents of Elizabeth City attorney and political apee E. F. Aydlette (who
Cohoon was likely allied with), thendependent, as Saunders ran it, was an iconoclastic,
muckraking weekly publication, leavened with much humor asmyiht. The rivalry
escalated to incidents where Cohoon and Saunders fougfm street in broad daylight,
followed by a libel suit filed by Cohoon against Saundeasin8ers deftly responded
with the headline/retraction, “WALTER COHOON IS N@TBRAYING ASS,” ending
the suit'™* However, Saunders went forward to publicly chastisealBéth City citizens in
1925 for not crediting Cohoon’s role in extending the SuniMoygan’s Corner road
through the Great Dismal Swamp.

After Cohoon’s death in 1938, the tenant farm he built i@dmore in 1923 (possibly
inherited from his mother’s relatives) was acquired dgMBanks, and the property has
remained in the Banks family. The name “Black Acregaading to Cohoon’s son, came
from the Writ of Law, a legal textbook drawing fromaditional British legislation
regarding the use of land, where there are hypothetgal ¢ases regarding the use of a
farm estate called “Blackacré?”

°R. D. W. O’Connor (ed.)A Manual of North Carolina Issued by the North Carolina Historical
Commission for the Use of Members of the General Assembly, Session 1915 (Raleigh: Edwards and
Broughton Printing Co., State Printers, 1915), p. 299. Aga¢f the Jr. OUAM website related this
excerpt from the 1853 charter preamble, written by Gidémmrmer of Pennsylvania: “The present system
of the importation, into this country, of paupers by tb#oas of the Old World has been and is, carried to
such an extent that, if some remedy is not very sooledpthe Americans by birth will become paupers
themselves-and form past experience and present appeafdneduture, instead of the evils abating,
there is a certainty of their increasing; therefoeefeel ourselves bound, by the duties we owe our country
an our countrymen , to provide for the protection ofehitans, by forming ourselves into an association to
advance such objects and carry out such principles asdsistaifpromote the interests and shall secure the
happiness of ourselves and our countrymen; in addition tchvwéiadded the praiseworthy duty of aiding
our brothers in distress. Therefore, for the purpbselvancing such objects and principles, we pledge
ourselves, as Americans, to use every fair and hbleonraeans consistent with our sacred duties, and, in
accordance with the paternal voice of the Father of@Cumtry, ‘Beware of foreign influence,’ agree to be
9overned by the following constitution fitp://www.jrouam.com/history.htrl
° O’Connor, pp. 13, 299.
1 Brian Edwards, “W. O., or How to Be a Successful |Icamsiofpresentation at NC Maritime History
Council 2002 conference, Elizabeth City, NC),” pp. 5, Tl# Independent, 18 September 1925, pp. 1, 4.
2 Thomas Butchko, transcription of conversation with Judg&8W\Cohoon, Elizabeth City, NC (n.d.) in
Black Acre Farm survey file, ca. 1985,NC-HPO SurveyRlagining Archives
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Evaluation

Black Acre Farm is recommendedraxt eligible for listing to the National Register of
Historic Places under Criterion A. To merit eligibilunder Criterion A, a property must
retain integrity and must be associated with a spesvient marking an important
moment in American history, or a pattern of eventkistoric trend that made a
significant contribution to historic contexts such agidulture’® In spite of information
imparted from Thomas Butchko’s Pasquotank County architddtistory study and
from local citizens, it is not evident that this hoosdarm played a unique historic role
in the county or the state. Furthermore, the propepiyisical setting and the house itself
have been successively altered over the last thirtygydee loss of major supporting
outbuildings, setting, and alterations to the housesriexthave made a case of
eligibility under the historic context of Agriculturedefensible as, of the seven aspects
of integrity specified by the National Register, onl\egntity of location remains.

Black Acre Farm isiot eligible under Criterion B, a category for individuals whose
specific contributions to history can be identified andutnented. No individuals
significant in local, state, or national history are\kndo have been active with this

farm, except for Walter L. Cohoon. Cohoon, an attomn®y businessman who played an
active role in early twentieth-century state and lipoditics, owned this farm and had the
barns and house constructed during his productive life. Henv@ohoon's chief
residence, a grand Colonial-Neoclassical Revival-styleenbust for his family in 1916

at 820 West Church Street in Elizabeth City, is stdhding and in good condition, and is
therefore the more appropriate property to be associatbdim.

Black Acre Farm isiot eligible under Criterion C for Design and Construction. To be
eligible under Criterion C, a property must meet ongheffollowing requirements:

-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, pa&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction:*

In the case of Black Acre Farm, the strongest fa¢t@swould have made the property
eligible under Criterion C were the unalterated hotlseyerdant setting, and the two
excellent transverse-frame barns. With the demolbibtime barns, altering of the
landscape, and alterations to the house, these fastoesremoved.

Finally, under the scope given for this report, which dmedly addresses above-ground
resources, Black Acre Farmnst eligible for the National Register under Criterion D.
For properties to be eligible under Criterion D thaysimfirst, have or have had
information contributing to our understanding of humamonysor prehistory. Second,

13 National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991).2.

14 National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.
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this information must be considered import&rtlo additional aboveground information
specific to Criterion D was discovered during fieldworkesearch.

15 National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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Figure 66: Playhouse, Blac arm , ca. . Penne andbeck, NCR@Ust 2009. This structure
did not exist when Thomas Butchko surveyed the property in. 1985

Figure 67: East elevation andE;rt of north el:evtion, Black AcmenRashowing enclosure of porch.
Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT, August 2009.

Figure 68: 1960s tractor she, Black Ac arm, with site of largesiverse barn where pipes are placed.
Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT, August 2009.
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Property No. 69:
Bruce and Hilda Sawyer House

7

Figure 69: Bruce and HiId awy House, 951 US 158, Morgan's Coraeiairy Pope Furr, NCDOT,
August 2009.

L ocation and Description

The Bruce and Hilda Sawyer House, a Foursquare-style dgellinstructed between
1915 and 1925, is a pyramidal roof, two-room deep dwelling twoestbigh and a
chimney at the dead center of the roof's apex. This fitamoese is lit by single and paired
double-hung windows that have retained their early twéntientury two-over-two sash.
The hip roof porch retains its post-over-pier supports,iiporch floor was replaced
and lowered some years ago. Replacement siding has ethsbararchitectural details
that the original weatherboarding and window/door surrourigsmaly provided. The
Sawyer House’s alterations are compounded by the abskrareagrarian landscape—
fencing, cultivated fields, domestic and agricultural oildimgs, and shade trees—that is
assumed to have been present when the house wasduit itgs early years of use.
[Figures 69-71]

In the case of the Sawyer House, added with Black Paren and other examples in
Salem and Mount Hermon Townships, American Foursquale-diyellings’ adaptation
to a rural, rather than urban small-town, format seembe a case of “trickle-up,” that is,
farmers looking to nearby Elizabeth City for a new trem” farmhouse form. 1®n The
Shores of The Pasquotank, Thomas Butchko describes this style and its earlytietdn
century prevalence in the county seat:

The most popular house style in Elizabeth City durindl@¥0s and 1920s was
the ubiquitous American Foursquare. It was the most metzahd vernacular
derivative of the Prairie style house. This house typeadascated by the so-
called Prairie School of Chicago, of which Frank Lloyd Wrighas its most
renowned proponent. Characterized by a boxy two-story flenkath a
prominent hipped roof and featuring a hip-roof front porchAtmerican
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Foursquare style emphasized horizontal dimensions. Tiglarze in a variety

of ways: extending the porch beyond the lateral elevatidies) mcorporating a
porte cochere; broad overhanging eaves, usually with expdsed i@ sloping
soffits; and a different paint color or fagade treamt on the second story. Porch
supports are often massive masonry piers, but large woodes pdiged on

brick pedestals are also common....In its simplest forsmhtuse had two large
rooms, usually living room and dining room, with a front ception” hall and
a small kitchen at the rear of the hall, the kitchemdpeixtended into an ell on
the [Joe P.] Kramer plans. The interior was usually lieiswith simple Colonial
Revival elements?®

Butchko cites contractor Joe P. Kramer (1867-1924) as a majder of

American Foursquare-style dwellings in Elizabeth Cisting a number of
examples of Kramer’s work including the Isaac P. Peioyse (1924), the
Munden-Overman House (1929)Milton Savin was another area contractor
skilled in this type, and Herbert Woodley Simpson, whetgrad in New Bern

and Norfolk, is thought to have built at least one AgsriFoursquare style house
in Elizabeth City*®

A further hypothesis for this style’s presence in ruraiRatank County is not
just the proximity of Elizabeth City, but also of Viniga's Tidewater cities, which
abounded with American Foursquares.

Evaluation

The Sawyer House is recommendedhaseligible for listing to the National Register of
Historic Places under Criterion A. To merit eligibilunder Criterion A, a property must
retain integrity and must be associated with a spes¥int marking an important
moment in American history, or a pattern of eventiistoric trend that made a
significant contribution to historic contexts such agidulture’® In spite of information
imparted from Thomas Butchko’s Pasquotank County architddtistory study and

from local citizens, it is not evident that this hoosdarm played a unique historic role
in the county or the state. Furthermore, the propémyigsical setting and the house
itself has been successively altered over the lasy tyedrs; the loss of major supporting
outbuildings, setting, and alterations to this property ma@de a case of eligibility under
the historic context of Agriculture indefensible.

The Sawyer House %ot eligible under Criterion B, a category for individuals whose
specific contributions to history can be identified andutoented. No individuals

16 Butchko, Pasquotank, p. 197. Especially fine rural exangbléserican Foursquares constructed in the

county at this time, and shown in the Pasquotank bookide¢he Raper-Small House, SR 1100, Salem

Township (p. 125); Harley M. James Farm, SR 1105, Saamm3hip (pp. 118-119); and the Percy A.

Pritchard House, US 17, Mount Hermon Township (p. 92).

7 Ibid., pp. 197-198.

18 |bid, pp. 226-227. Butchko attributes the A. B. Houtz Housé& 14 E. Colonial Avenue to Simpson.

19 National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991).2.
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significant in local, state, or national history are\kndo have been active with this
property.

The Sawyer House ot digible under Criterion C for Design and Construction. To be
eligible under Criterion C, a property must meet ongheffollowing requirements:

-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, pa&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction’®

Finally, under the scope given for this report, which dmedly addresses above-ground
resources, the Sawyer Hous@das eligible for the National Register under Criterion D.
For properties to be eligible under Criterion D thaysimfirst, have or have had
information contributing to our understanding of humamonysor prehistory. Second,
this information must be considered importdritlo additional aboveground information
specific to Criterion D was discovered during fieldworkesearch.

20 National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.

1 National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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Figure 70: Sawyer House, aerial view from Pasquotank County GIS s line is parcel boundary),
2008.

Figure 71: Sawyer House, drive way and ruins of outbui
August 2009.

ing in distance. Mary Pope Furr, NCDOT,
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Property No. 70:
John Ira Window House

Figure 72: .J Ira Winslow " US 158, Mofgé-'h's Co?ner vic. \ape Furr, NCDOT, August
2009.

L ocation and Description

This American Foursquare-style dwelling, constructed beti6&s and 1925, was built
in close proximity to the Sawyer House in the Morgardsr@ér community. Of the two,
the John Ira Winslow House has a more identifiably Acager Foursquare appearance,
with the sloping, low-slung proportions of the roof dmgl dormer, as well as the hip
dormer window, more in line with the Prairie Stylettiluenced this dwelling type.
Original features include the paired and single window ogsnite transomed and
sidelit sidehall entrance, and the hip roof porch suppdygubst-over-pier supports. As
with the Sawyer House, its peer across the road, theldWw House has had considerable
alterations to its exterior and surroundings. Besidpacement windows and extensions
to its one-story rear ell, the house is covered véfiacement vinyl siding that obscures
the architectural details the original siding provided. Exémpa few mature trees
surrounding the house and one small unidentifiable shéxe giatrcel’s rear, the
landscape has been razed and two modern large metaleshadsnediately west of the
house Figure 73]

In the cases of the Winslow and Sawyer houses, addediaitk Acre Farm and other
examples in Salem and Mount Hermon Townships, Amefoamsquare-style
dwellings’ adaptation to a rural, rather than urban stoall, format seems to be a case
of “trickle-up,” that is, farmers looking to nearby HElzeth City for a new “modern”
farmhouse form. 11©n The Shores of The Pasquotank, Thomas Butchko describes this
style and its early twentieth-century prevalence endbunty seat:

The most popular house style in Elizabeth City durindl@¥0s and 1920s was
the ubiquitous American Foursquare. It was the most met/ahd vernacular
derivative of the Prairie style house. This house typeastascated by the so-
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called Prairie School of Chicago, of which Frank Lloyd Wrigias its most
renowned proponent. Characterized by a boxy two-story tlenkath a
prominent hipped roof and featuring a hip-roof front porch Atmerican
Foursquare style emphasized horizontal dimensions. Tsiglarze in a variety
of ways: extending the porch beyond the lateral elevatidies) mcorporating a
porte cochere; broad overhanging eaves, usually with expdsed i@ sloping
soffits; and a different paint color or fagade tneamt on the second story. Porch
supports are often massive masonry piers, but large woodars pdised on
brick pedestals are also common....In its simplest forsmhtuse had two large
rooms, usually living room and dining room, with a front céeption” hall and
a small kitchen at the rear of the hall, the kitchemdpeixtended into an ell on
the [Joe P.] Kramer plans. The interior was usually lieiswith simple Colonial
Revival elements?

Butchko cites contractor Joe P. Kramer (1867-1924) as a majder of

American Foursquare-style dwellings in Elizabeth Cisting a number of
examples of Kramer’s work including the Isaac P. Peioyse (1924), the
Munden-Overman House (192%)Milton Savin was another area contractor
skilled in this type, and Herbert Woodley Simpson, whetgrad in New Bern

and Norfolk, is thought to have built at least one AgsriFoursquare style house
in Elizabeth City**

A further hypothesis for this style’s presence in ruraiRatank County is not
just the proximity of Elizabeth City, but also of Vinga's Tidewater cities, which
abounded with American Foursquares.

Evaluation

The Winslow House is recommendednas eligible for listing to the National Register
of Historic Places under Criterion A. To merit elidittyiunder Criterion A, a property
must retain integrity and must be associated with afgpegent marking an important
moment in American history, or a pattern of eventhistoric trend that made a
significant contribution to historic contexts such agidulture® In spite of information
imparted from Thomas Butchko’s Pasquotank County architddtistory study and
from local citizens, it is not evident that this hoosdarm played a unique historic role
in the county or the state. Furthermore, the propepifisical settings and the house
itself has been successively altered over the lasy tyedrs; the loss of major supporting
outbuildings, setting, and alterations to this propertynhade a case of eligibility under
the historic context of Agriculture indefensible.

22 Butchko, Pasquotank, p. 197. Especially fine rural exangblésnerican Foursquares constructed in the

county at this time, and shown in the Pasquotank bookide¢he Raper-Small House, SR 1100, Salem

Township (p. 125); Harley M. James Farm, SR 1105, Saamm3hip (pp. 118-119); and the Percy A.

Pritchard House, US 17, Mount Hermon Township (p. 92).

% |bid., pp. 197-198.

24 bid, pp. 226-227. Butchko attributes the A. B. Houtz Hous& b4 E. Colonial Avenue to Simpson.

% National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991),2.
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The Winslow House iaot eligible under Criterion B, a category for individuals whose
specific contributions to history can be identified andutoented. No individuals
significant in local, state, or national history are\wndo have been active with this

property.

The Winslow House iaot eligible under Criterion C for Design and Construction. To be
eligible under Criterion C, a property must meet ongheffollowing requirements:

-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, p&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction’®

Finally, under the scope given for this report, which dmedly addresses above-ground
resources, the Winslow Housenigt eligible for the National Register under Criterion D.
For properties to be eligible under Criterion D thaysimfirst, have or have had
information contributing to our understanding of humamoinysor prehistory. Second,
this information must be considered importdritlo additional aboveground information
specific to Criterion D was discovered during fieldworkesearch.

26 National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.

2" National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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Figure 73: Winslow House, aerial view from Pasquotank County GIS rftalps line is parcel boundary),
2008.
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Figure 74: Winslow House, east elevation. Mary Pope Furr, NCDAl]gust 20009.
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Property No. 26:

James W. Hill Farm, GA 162

Figure 75: James W. Hill Farm, 1386 US 158, Sunbury vic. Penne SakdS@DOT, August 2009
L ocation and Description

Visible from the road, the James W. Hill Farm’s agmtois framed by a few hardy
mature cedars on either side of the allee. Its seftiigp, the allee and surrounding
cultivated fields to the dwelling and its domestic andcadguaral outbuildings, remains
intact and exemplary of traditional farmsteads in theefarle. The Hills were one of
several families who established agricultural complekegg the early nineteenth
century along this terrain, located east of Sunbury andvest of the crest at Acorn Hill
Road leading down into the Great Dismal Swamp. Of tbesgplexes, few have
remained intact and many, such as the neighboring Whidiihétarm, have gradually
deteriorated from years of neglect.

Beyond the allee and grounds, house and farm buildingshiesrealtered through
successive decades of family ownership. Part of altestimwolves a certain traditional
use; from documentation provided by the Hill family, ouldings have been moved
from one site to another and adapted to new uses asiteakthe family’s purpose,
thereby ensuring the buildings’ continued function as oldatimgjs, if not their continued
use in their original function. Although substantialiered, the complex has two unique
nineteenth-century outbuildings not known to be otherwitant in the R-2579 project
area—a salt fish house, where herring and other Iadaifere cured and dried, and a
saddle-notched log barn that the present owner alteraddigg a cement floor in the
1980s so that her grandchildren had a place to roller Skateording to the present

! Mrs. John D. Hill, Sunbury, NC, August 2009 corresponderite®enne Sandbeck, NCDOT (received
September 2009). At my supervisor’s request, | took additidra@bgraphs of the James W. Hill Farm on
August 11, 2009, but felt uncomfortable about taking photograghisad the house without the knowledge
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owner, the salt fish house was converted into a tool hatuseme time within the past
thirty years, so it is not clear how intact the fi@eremains; its exterior is now covered
with replacement siding. Arrangement of the outbuildifggsart from the salt fish house,
which was moved from another part of the property) reasnaaditional, with the
domestic structures—a privy, the site of a chicken coop, anabl, early twentieth-
century dwelling for a servant or tenant worker—groupedendiately around the

house’ Surviving altered agricultural outbuildings, including the logntemd stable,
animal pen, and corncrib, are grouped across the allehesst of the house, and are all
covered by replacement vinyl siding.

James W. Hill's house has had expansions and alterationgarable to its
accompanying outbuildings. The core of the 1856-1857 house, dadwypibree-bay
dwelling (the two bays east of the entrance are oridpags), had a sidehall plan, one of
the common house types seen in eastern Gates Countg theiearly-to-mid-nineteenth
century. During the early twentieth century, the houas @panded to its central two-
story, five-bay format; the three westernmost baypareof the earlier sidehall plan.
Apart from changes to original fenestration, theriarr plan was altered when the steep
box side stair was taken out and replaced with an @eerer hall staircase.At that

time, the present full-facade porch with its columerpwere added. Vestiges of the
house’s earlier appearance—simply-paneled, broadly-pioped wainscoting,
consonant with vernacular Greek Revival style—coexidt Wittorian period and
Colonial Revival-style mantelpiec&§.he Hill family further augmented the residence by
what Thomas Butchko termed a “considerable remodeling” legt\i879 and 1981,
although specific details were not given. At that same &n extension was added to the
rear shed, and a substantial, detached garage was binltl bee house.

Historical Background

James W. Hill (1828-1872) and his wife Mary Elizabeth BlangtH raised at least
nine children on this farm, established in the mid-1850s. Althdikgly having endured
the privations and poverty engendered by the Civil War, by EBIY8 real estate worth
was $11,000, his personal estate $2,700, and two farm labesstoh the premises in
addition to his family. Ten years later, however, ldi®rers on the farm were Hill's adult
sons James and JohAccording to family history, the youngest son, WillardHgll,

and consent of the owner; therefore, | have no ghapih of the fish house in this report. From current GIS
county photographs, an outbuilding does indeed stand on ehsositmented by Thomas Butchko in the
1980s.

2 Mrs. Hill has noted that a greenhouse was built ont¢eth@nt dependency’s south elevation in the 1970s-
1980s.

% Thomas Butchko, Gates County Survey File on James \MEaditily Farm, ca. 1985, NC-HPO, Survey
and Planning Archives.

* Ibid.

® U. S. Federal Census, Gates County, NC, 1870 and 1880 popuieiiedules for Holly Grove Township.
Thomas Butchko gives James W. Hill's death date as 187Reliatlisted in the 1880 schedule as 53 years
of age.
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inherited the farm in the early twentieth century and nmadey of the significant
changes to the house; his wife, Lena Parker Hilldlior the farm until their deaths in
the early 1960s, after which time the premises werédetiin for some yearsA
descendant, J. D. Hill and his wife, acquired the housieeitate 1970s, and the second
wave of major alterations took place. The house andstaad remain in the Hill family.

Evaluation

It should be noted that, although the house and outbuildangs lieen considerably
altered, the James W. Hill Farm is remarkable fospite of all its changes, having
retained surprisingly strong integrities of location aetting. House and farm stand on
original location and, despite smaller outbuildings benayed about the complex, they
have stayed on the farm. It is probable that egslantings and demarcations, such as
fencing, around the house complex, are gone but theaalteés resulting road between
house and farm, in addition to the allee’s surviving matedars and the surrounding
cultivated fields, are strong setting features not gexerept for field patterns) with the
neighboring contemporary farmsteads along this portiddS158. These factors convey
an approximation of the James W. Hill Farm’s histoharacter.

But this “approximation” is not enough for the purposes &f 8action 106 evaluation. In
spite of the surprising strength of location and settimg house and farm’s severely
compromised integrities of workmanship and materials spaedingly compromise
integrity of feeling and association, important integispgects for consideration of the
James W. Hill Farm as a historic property eligibletfoe National Register of Historic
Places.

Therefore, the James W. Hill Farm is recommendatbasligible for listing to the
National Register. To merit eligibility under Criten A, a property must retain integrity
and must be associated with a specific event markimguaortant moment in American
history, or a pattern of events or historic trend thaderasignificant contribution to
historic contexts such as Agriculture or Social History spite of information imparted
from Thomas Butchko’s Gates County architectural hisstugly and from local citizens,
it is not evident that this house or farm played a unigsitc role in the county or the
state.

The James W. Hill Farm rsot eligible under Criterion B, a category for individuals
whose specific contributions to history can be idemtiaad documented. No individuals
significant in local, state, or national history are\kndo have been active with this
dwelling.

The James W. Hill Farm isot eligible under Criterion C for Design and Construction.
To be eligible under Criterion C, a property must meet af the following requirements:

® Hill correspondence; Butchko, Hill survey file.
" National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991},2.
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-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, p&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction®

Although interior access was not granted to NCDOTstdtic Architecture Group,
Butchko’s documentation of over twenty years ago descabeanterior with already
compromised integrity. The exterior, with its altevas and replacement siding, has
further obscured or obliterated the house’s intrinsi@aesnd construction details.

Finally, under the scope given for this report, which dmedly addresses above-ground
resources, the James W. Hill Farrm@t eligible for the National Register under
Criterion D. For properties to be eligible under Gide D they must, first, have or have
had information contributing to our understanding of humatohy or prehistory.
Second, this information must be considered impoftatat.additional aboveground
information specific to Criterion D was discoveredidgrfieldwork or research.

8 National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.
° National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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Figure 77: Jam

Figure 78: James W. Hill Farm, log barn. Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT, AQ§0st
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Figure 80: James W. Hill Farm, Servant's house and later gmesgh Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT, August
2009.

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
133



Property No. 24:

Benjamin F. Pierce House, GA 428

Ty B —
Figure 81: Benjamin F.Pierce House, 1299 US 1
NCDOT, August 2009.

T -. “ m——— .'_ -
58 E (taken from right-of-way). Peandlfeck,

L ocation and Description

Benjamin Pierce’s two-story, frame house stands agdheh side of US 158 on flat
terrain, screened by pecan trees, cedars, and smallerithg trees and shrubs. One of
several nineteenth-century farmsteads between Sunburyea@teht Dismal Swamp, it
has lost nearly all its period agricultural and domestitbuildings but, unlike the
Whitmel Hill House and the Pearce House, remains inhabited.

In 1986 during the Gates County Architectural Survey, ThoméshBo’s photographs
show that the house—a two-bay, sidehall plan one ro@m d&h a two-story rear ell

and one-story rear ell—had a side-gable, one-story fkaicteen-dining building directly
connected to the one-story rear ell. The formeihkitg of frame construction with flush
eaves and indication of a large hearth chimney at it$ gable end, was destroyed due to
tree damage during Hurricane Isabel in 2003. At the timeutdfti&o’s survey, the 7:1
bond west end chimney, its narrow double shoulders and stépipk foundation typical
of chimneys built after 1860, was in good condition. Prégembssibly a consequence of
the 2003 hurricane as well, its chimneystack is gone. @ttexations include the picture
window added by the Pierce family between 1940 and 1955, sotaeasr@nt vinyl
siding, and alterations to the front and side porchesorflargy to the current owner,
many of the windows were replaced by double-hung, six-sixesash, “most with hand-
blown glass.*® Current photographs of the house were provided by the owher,
requested that NCDOT's Historic Architecture Group notrethigir property.

19 Mrs. Madelin Becker, Sunbury, NC, written communiaatio Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT, September
2009.
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Historical Background

According to local history, this two-story, sidehallplaouse and kitchen were built for
farmer Benjamin F. Pierce (1833?-18877?) in the 1870s. Pieyoeing farmer with a
wife and son in 1860, was living on or near the presemb$ihis home. Ten years later,
Pierce (then listed by the census taker as “Pearas)arcarpenter with a household of
seven, a cook, and real estate value that had jumpe8d0 ftom 500 in 1860. By 1880
Benjamin F. Pierce’s two adult sons, Willie and Luther (18881), were assisting him
on the farm while he pursued an occupation as a wheelwtight

In 1887, Pierce left the 135-acre farm and house to his simelPierce. The younger
Pierce, in addition to farming, shared his father’s skith carpentry; he ran an
undertaker’s shop in nearby Sunbury and, according to the’aquesent owner, later
operated a blacksmith shop at his home and apparently gedtio make coffins later in
life.*? Luther Pierce’s adopted son, Lloyd Quentin Pierce (1903-198®&iied the farm
but chose to rent it out rather than live th€reloyd Q. Pierce’s wife Mildred survived
him but after her death, the old Pierce House was erap#gt feast six years. In 1995,
the current owners bought the house.

Evaluation

The Benjamin F. Pierce House is recommendetbasligible for listing to the National
Register. To merit eligibility under Criterion A, agmerty must retain integrity and must
be associated with a specific event marking an impbnament in American history, or
a pattern of events or historic trend that made a sigmificontribution to historic
contexts such as Agriculture or Social Histbhyin spite of information imparted from
Thomas Butchko’s Gates County architectural history stadyf@m local citizens, it is
not evident that this house played a unique historic rdleeirtounty or the state.
Furthermore, no field patterns have survived on this propestyis there an extant
outbuilding complex on the premises contemporary tdthese to merit eligibility under
Agriculture.

The Benjamin F. Pierce housenist eligible under Criterion B, a category for individuals
whose specific contributions to history can be idemtiaad documented. No individuals
significant in local, state, or national history are\kndo have been active with this
dwelling.

1 U. S. Federal Census, Gates County, NC, 1870 and 1880 papsictiiedules for Holly Grove
Township; 1860 population for Gatesville Township, Huntdlr Bistrict. Also, Thomas Butchko, survey
file for Benjamin F. Pierce House, HPO Survey and PlanAnchives.

12 Madelin Becker, Sunbury, NC, September 2009; also Th@uasko’s entry for Benjamin F. Pierce
House, HPO Survey and Planning.

13 Butchko, Benjamin F. Pierce House survey file.

14 National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991).2.
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The Benjamin F. Pierce ot eligible under Criterion C for Design and Construction. To
be eligible under Criterion C, a property must meetafrtbe following requirements:

-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, pa&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction:®

Although access was not granted to NCDOT’s Historic Aecure Group, Butchko’s
documentation of over twenty years ago describes a pyopith already compromised
integrity. The exterior, with its alterations and lss@ment siding, has further obscured or
obliterated the house’s intrinsic design and construct&ails, added to the unfortunate
loss of the kitchen building, the only known detachedhet in the study area.

Finally, under the scope given for this report, which dmedly addresses above-ground
resources, the Benjamin F. Pierce Houseisdigible for the National Register under
Criterion D. For properties to be eligible under Gide D they must, first, have or have
had information contributing to our understanding of humatohy or prehistory.
Second, this information must be considered impotfaxb additional aboveground
information specific to Criterion D was discoveredidgrfieldwork or research.

15 National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.
16 National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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f west aelmvaMadelin Becker, Sunbury, NC,

Figure 82: Benjamin F. Pierce House, front and part o
September 2009.

Figure 83: Benjamin F. Pierce House, east elevatin, adelin Be&kerbury, NC, September 2009
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Figure 84: Benjamin F. Pierce House, south an
Becker, Sunbury, NC, September 2009.
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Property No. 23:

Whitmel Hill House, GA 167

Figure 85: Whitme HiIIoue, us 58, Sunbury vic. Penne Sandbeck, QIGHRAugust 2009.

L ocation and Description

Uninhabited since the late 1950s, the deteriorated WhitmeHdulse stands a short
distance west of the house built by his father, Jameldil{Property No. 26). Presently
ringed by overgrowth and pines, the detached kitchen opréiperty in 1988 has long
since vanished, and the house itself, used for farm equipandrhay storage for some
years, is not far from vanishing. The six-over-six, dotiieg sash windows in the
house’s core two-story, sidehall plan is nearly allggavith remnants of muntins and
some louvered shutters remaining; likewise, the two-bwersash windows in the
house’s two-story rear ell are nearly gone as well.

The circa 1890 house is remarkable for its continuatidhefwo-story, sidehall plan
dwelling popular among eastern Gates County landowners liatf(@vil War. This
makes its extreme deterioration all the more unfortunatehe 1980s, Thomas Butchko
described the Whitmel Hill House as “pleasantly finisheithwiodest Victorian details,”
including “turned porch posts, turned balusters and newelenstair, and simple
mantels.” The front and rear ell porches have smaafiaged rooflines consonant with
earlier regional porches. In contrast, surviving inteelements show another trend
toward modernity, as walls are sheathed with manufattugaded board, rather than
lathed and plastered. Although initially unusual, the gitarun stair positioned nearly
flush against a double-hung sash window was a common gractiereby light could
enter an otherwise dark hafl.

1 penne Sandbeck, 12 December 2009 e-mail communication fitemS2adbeck, NC-HPO. According

to Peter Sandbeck, who worked in NC-HPO'’s Restoratiandr for many years, the juxtaposition of a
staircase so close to a window was “done everywheteguses both high style and low, and surprisingly
often in churches where stairs leading up to balconig¢deross past the rear windows on each side.”
Sandbeck added that it was likely “the old timers viewesldlmangement as actually being beneficial, i. e.,
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Historical Background

Whitmel F. Hill (1868-1945), a younger son of James W. Hilswwing at this location
next to his family’s farm by 1900, a single man and farBgr1920, he and his wife
Elizabeth Bertha Parker Hill (“Bert,” 1891?7-1978) were ragjdiheir three children on the
premises. After Hill's death, by which time his childrearesgrown, Bert Hill sold the
house and farm and moved to Sunbury. Eventually, the howssiefiveo decay as the
land surrounding it became more heavily farrtted.

Evaluation

The Whitmel Hill House is recommendedras eligible for listing to the National
Register. To merit eligibility under Criterion A, agmerty must retain integrity and must
be associated with a specific event marking an impbnament in American history, or
a pattern of events or historic trend that made a sigmificontribution to historic
contexts such as Agriculture or Social Histbtyin spite of information imparted from
Thomas Butchko’s Gates County architectural history stadyf@m local citizens, it is
not evident that this house played a unique historic rdleeirtounty or the state.
Furthermore, the outbuilding complex on the premisesetoporary to the house that
was surveyed by Butchko in the 1980s no longer remains, aleoaisie blow to

integrity of setting and feeling.

The Whitmel Hill House isot eligible under Criterion B, a category for individuals
whose specific contributions to history can be idemtiaad documented. No individuals
significant in local, state, or national history are\kndo have been active with this
dwelling.

The Whitmel Hill House isiot eligible under Criterion C for Design and Construction.
To be eligible under Criterion C, a property must mewet af the following requirements:

-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, pa&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction?®

it provided natural light where most needed in an eraxvehsair could be a dark place on a cloudy, rainy
day. “

18 U. S. Federal Census, Gates County, NC, 1900, 1910, and®pRBtion Schedules for Holly Grove
Township; Thomas Butchko, survey file for Whitmel Rl Harm, NC-HPO Survey and Planning
Archives.

19 National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991).2.

20 National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.
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Had the house remained reasonably intact, it is arguablehthsvhitmel Hill House
might be determined eligible as exemplary of antebelkernacular building practices
continuing at the turn of the twentieth century, comigrtraditional, regional building
with more modern, mass-produced building materials and a@v®details. However,
the grave deterioration of the structure has severatypromised its integrity of
materials, workmanship, and the related qualities ofrfgelnd association.

Finally, under the scope given for this report, which dmedly addresses above-ground
resources, the Whitmel Hill Housernist eligible for the National Register under
Criterion D. For properties to be eligible under Gide D they must, first, have or have
had information contributing to our understanding of humatohy or prehistory.
Second, this information must be considered impoffaXb additional aboveground
information specific to Criterion D was discoveredidgrfieldwork or research.

1 National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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Figure 87: Whitmel Hill House, east elevation (with improvisedcta shed). Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT,
August 2009.
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Figure 88: Whitmel HiIIHoue, NW view of house from north elewstj showing rear ell's west elevation.
Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT, August 2009.

Figure 89: Whitmel Hill House, detail of window at west elevatiétenne Sandbeck, NCDOT, August
20009.
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Property No. 20:

Pearce House, GA 425

Figure 90: Pearce House, S. side US 158, Sunbury vic. Penne SandIgROT, August 2009.
L ocation and Description

Sited on a small rise just southeast of Lassiter Swaine former Pearce House has been
used as a farm storage facility for many years and nodoeutbuildings have survived

on the premises. According to the current owner, g serall family cemetery is located
nearby, and at least two of the graves have brick vanttstone grave markers; it was
not possible to access the cemetery during fieldwork,durtare it is not visible from

the road.

The frame house, its exterior details girdled by adraand equipment shed, retains its
side-gable, two-story form, as well as a one-stoay ké&chen ell. From surviving
exterior elements, such as the small interior end méynflues and the roofline’s
prominent gable returns, the Pierce House’s constructienisittought to be between
1890 and 1900. In spite of a relatively recent tin roofhthese’s interior is largely
gutted and unsafe to enter. This house was only map-codedyveyed, by Thomas
Butchko during the 1986-1987 Gates County Historic Architecture $usuggesting
that it had already been altered.

Historical Background

Very little is known regarding the Pearce House’s histbhe present owner bought the
property in 1971 and recalled it having been in the Peanaié/ffor many years, and that
a Charlie Pearce had occupied the house as recerii®78%* Census records from 1920
show a Charlie H. Pearce (or “Pierce”), a farmerthenproperty with his wife Martha

22 Mr. Joshua Perry, Sunbury, NC, August 2009 telephoneecsation with Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT.
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and their five young children, but whether the familysthon the farm with the onset of
the Great Depression is not knofin.

Evaluation

The Pearce House is recommendedasligible for listing to the National Register. To
merit eligibility under Criterion A, a property musta integrity and must be associated
with a specific event marking an important moment inefican history, or a pattern of
events or historic trend that made a significant comtioln to historic contexts such as
Agriculture or Social Historg® It is not evident that this considerably dilapidatedds

a plain farmhouse built at the turn of the twentehtury, played a unique historic role
in the county or the state.

Presently, the only integrity the Pearce House maisitigiintegrity of location. Integrity
of setting was eradicated some years ago when the prapased to be a farmstead and
evolved into a ramshackle storage facility. No outhogs contemporary to the house
have survived. The house’s deterioration and change of usecbepromised integrities
of design, materials, and workmanship, which have accordagghpromised the

integral aspects of feeling and association.

The Pearce Housemst eligible under Criterion B, a category for individuals whose
specific contributions to history can be identified andutnented. No individuals
significant in local, state, or national history are\ndo have been active with this
dwelling.

The Pearce Housemst eligible under Criterion C for Design and Construction. To be
eligible under Criterion C, a property must meet ongheffollowing requirements:

-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, pa&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction’®

The former farmhouse, modest at its prime, has suff@r@umber of reversals from
deterioration and alterations, rendering it not eliguoteer this criterion due to lack of
integrity of design, materials, and workmanship.

% U. S. Federal Census, Gates County, NC, 1920 Populati@i@e for Hunters Mill Township (S. side
of US 158).

24 National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991),2.

%5 National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.
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Finally, under the scope given for this report, which dmedly addresses above-ground
resources, the Pearce Housrateligible for the National Register under Criterion D.
For properties to be eligible under Criterion D thaysimfirst, have or have had
information contributing to our understanding of humamonysor prehistory. Second,
this information must be considered import&rilo additional aboveground information
specific to Criterion D was discovered during fieldworkesearch.

%6 National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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T

.

H rtial view of east elevation. Penneb®ak, NCDOT, August 2009.

B

Figure 93: Pearce House, south elevation. Penne Sandbeck, NCDOT.t20§%s

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2010
146



Property No. 8:

Beulah Baptist Church, GA 416

e ———

Figure 94: Beulah Baptist Church, 967 US 158, Sunbury Penne SandweaQT, May 2009.
L ocation and Description

Sited at the eastern edge of Sunbury, Beulah Baptist Civaglbuilt in 1928 by a
congregation that had relocated from a church soutratdssille. When this church was
built, it was likely bordered by woodland and cultivatedtise presently, it faces a small
1940s-1950s housing development and a 1960s strip mall. Thereasetery on the
premises, and little in the way of a cultivated langsc@esides the church, the complex
includes a one-story, detached annex, and a small playgpaukidéach component is
separate from the church, which, with the front laiw@n island ringed by a spacious
asphalt parking lot.

The cross-shaped church, sporting a 1990s fiberglass steepdposes, as observed by
Thomas Butchko, Colonial Revival and Craftsman styles.rébed-arch stained glass
windows and gabled portico sheltering a fanlight and double-ddamee coexist with
the roof's deliberately exposed brackets. The Sunday $ehog, built around the same
time as the sanctuary, is a one-story hip roof reat shea raised brick basement,
maximizing space and accommodating more members, a fékélyeseen with the
church’s auditorium plan interior. Later augmentatior@dude the one-story Sunday
School annex, constructed in 1952, and exterior vinyl sididi@&4. The church’s
stained glass windows are also a relatively recentiaddinstalled in 1957. NCDOT's
Historic Architecture Group contacted the church regardiotess to the interior, but this
was not granted.
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Historical Background

Beulah Baptist Church was founded in 1895, in the southeaSttes County
community of Zion near Gatesville. In 1928, the congregatitocated to the larger
settlement of Sunbury, where they built the presentcthibmilding®’ In recent years, the
church has become a mission church, only partly staffed.

Evaluation

Beulah Baptist Church is recommendeadhaiseligible for listing to the National
Register. To merit eligibility under Criterion A, agmerty must retain integrity and must
be associated with a specific event marking an impbnament in American history, or
a pattern of events or historic trend that made a sigmificontribution to historic
contexts such as Religid. It is not evident that this church played a unique histole
in the county or the state.

Beulah Baptist Church isot eligible under Criterion B, a category for individuals whose
specific contributions to history can be identified andutoented. No individuals
significant in local, state, or national history are\kndo have been active with this
dwelling.

Beulah Baptist Church isot eligible under Criterion C for Design and Construction. To
be eligible under Criterion C, a property must meetafrtbe following requirements:

-Embody distinctive characteristics of a type, pa&rior method of construction;
-Represent the work of a master;

-Possess high artistic value;

-Represent a significant and distinguishable entity wicosgponents may lack
individual distinction’

Interior access was not granted to NCDOT’s Historichecture Group during
fieldwork, but the building has clearly been altered Inelybs 1928 appearance, from the
1957 stained glass windows to the weatherboards coveredimgilsiding.

Finally, under the scope given for this report, which dmedly addresses above-ground
resources, Beulah Baptist Churcima €eligible for the National Register under Criterion
D. For properties to be eligible under Criterion Dytheust, first, have or have had
information contributing to our understanding of humamonysor prehistory. Second,

2" Harrell, pp. 80-83; Butchko, Gates, pp. 170, 176; Branson 1887, p.
28 National Register Bulletin 15 (Washington, DC, U. S. Department of the Interior, 1991),2.
29 National Register Bulletin 15, pp. 17-20.
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this information must be considered import¥ritlo additional aboveground information
specific to Criterion D was discovered during fieldworkesearch.

30 National Register Bulletin 15, p. 15.
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Figure95:'eah Baptist Church, entrance. Penne Sandbeck NCDOT sARQ09.

96: Beulah Baptist Church, west elevation, Penne Sandb&RON', August 2009.

Figure 97: Beulah Batit Church, detail of window. Penne SandbeC®IT, August 2009.
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Figure 100: Beulah Baptist Church, 1952 annex. Penne Sandbeck NCDOT, /20fest
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Figure 101: Beulah Baptist Church, exit sign. Penne Sandbeck, NCDQY, 2009.
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Federal Aid # 1P # R-2579 Counry:Gates-Pasquotank

CONCURRENCE FORM FOR PROPERTIES NOT ELIGIBLE FOR
THE NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES

Froject Deseription: Widen US 138 from NC 32 in Sunbury (Gates) 10 US 17 near Morgans Comer (Pasquatank)
On Junc b6, 2009, representatives of the
% North Caroling Department of Transpartation (NCDOT)
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA)
North Caralina State Historic Preservation Offiee (HPCY)
Other
Reviewed the subject project at histonic architectural resources photograph review session/consultation and

All parties present agreed
| There are no properties over fifty vears old within the project’s Arca of Potential Effects (APE)

O I'here are no propertics less than fifty years old which are considered to meet Criteria Consideration G within the
project’s APE.

O There are properties over fifly years old within the project’s APE, but based on the historical information available
and the photographs of each property, the properties identified as _areconsidered not eligible for

the National Register and no further evaluation of them is necessary. |’]\000Lrapha of these properties are attached.

O Ihere are mo Navonal Register-listed or Study Listed propertics within the project’s APE.

(] All properties greater than 50 years of age located in the APE have been considered at this consultation, and based
upon the above concurrence, all compliance for historic architecture with Section 106 of the National Historic
Preservation Act and G5 121-12(4) has been completed for this project [y (5¢

12,13 14 (Sez) 5 . = 55
w More imformation is lzcglllr.'bit;.d on properties ?; 70 25 2 |r' = ‘:’ E :‘ b'#c (fz LIL b 2

€3 F9 4z fca'—; cg.;— ;2’.‘)‘8’, )24 — )y S )
r / /o ) ot Gon iy, PED appres)
o (12-14, 42 - 1%, VB -y — aunt. & p 7
/}?H(,.q__g_ (_;zuxa/;"f‘c/é— ﬁ;am [ (" Z2eo9
Representative, NCDOT Pate
FHW A, for the Division Administrator, or other Federal Agency Date
Representative, HPO Date
l MLBMQ.QM f-ie-0F
State Historic Preservation Officer Date
I asurvey repor i prc-im.-cd. wdinal copy of tis form and the anached fisewill be ineluded
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Appendix I1:
Properties Determined Not Eligible for The National Register of Historic Places
Through NC-HPO Concurrence on June 16, 2009

322 US 158E, PIN 010052Beter mined Not Eligible

"

e SO — il A DT S PN e
Property 2: Former Lassiter Brothers complex, 770 US 158 E. PIN 0100391
Determined Not Eligible

A

Property 3: Brinkley Farm, 919 US 158E. PIN 100226Deter mined Not Eligible
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Property 4: 960 US 158E. PIN 050011Beter mined Not Eligible

AE o i

Property 6: 966 US 158E. PIN 050089Beter mined Not Eligible
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Property 9: 988 US 158E. PIN 050069&eter mined Not Eligible

Property 10: Sunbury P. O., 990 US 158 E. PIN 05000B&er mined Not Eligible
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Property 17: 1070 Orchard Street (at US 15B)N 0501170.Deter mined Not Eligible

Property 18: 1130 US 158, PIN 050051Deter mined Not Eligible
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Property 22: 3 Sugar Run. PIN 060040 Deter mined Not Eligible
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Property 28: 1460 US 158. PIN 050069Deter mined Not Eligible.
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Property 30: 1490 US 158. PIN 100185Beter mined Not Eligible.

Property 31: William Henry Speight Farm (GA 314), S side US 158 betwderd @2 and SR 1336. PIN
0600111.Deter mined Not Eligible.
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Property 33: 26 Folly Road. PIN 050117Determined Not Eligible.

P

Property 34: 1629 US 158. PIN 060100Reter mined Not Eligible.
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Property 38 555 US 158. PIN 79588278%eter mined Not Eligible.

R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
Final Identification and Evaluation Penne Sandbeck // February 2%(8



AT gl B e W g o 0 i i A : : Rt G
Property 39: Former Lynch's Corner Store, SE corner US 158 and SR PBS6/958921461.
Deter mined Not Eligible

Property 41: 599 US 158. PIN 795890687Reter mined Not Eligible.

Property 43: 754 US 158, E of SR 1001. PIN 796870782&ermined Not Eligible.
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Pro 790 US 158. 45Beter mined Not Eligible.

2

i,

Property 46: 822 US 158. PIN 7978018853eter mined Not Eligible.
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Property 50: Community Club of Newland, SE corner US 158 and SR 1359. PIN 7978820
Determined Not Eligible.
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Property 51: 881 US 158. PIN 797832832Reter mined Not Eligible.

4227Deter mined Not Eligible.
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Pr perty 54: Newland To
Determined Not Eligible.

fieev o, b,

Property 56: 897 US 158. PIN 797841281®eter mined Not Eligible.
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Property 59: 903 US 158. PI 797841573Beter mined Not Eligible.
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Property 60: 905 US 158. PIN 79784189./eter mined Not Eligible.

Property 62: 913 US 158. PIN 797852232eter mined Not Eligible.
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Property 65: 923 US 158. ot Eligible.
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Property No. 66: 925 US 158. PIN 7978529 103eter mined Not Eligible.

Property 67: Former Sar Farm Ement Company, 941 US 158. PIN 7978-618&8&bmined
Not Eligible.
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Property 73: Newland and Providence Ruritan Club, 999 US 158. PIN 797891B2#% mined Not
Eligible.
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Property 74: 1003 US 158. PIN 79789160Beter mined Not Eligible.

Property 76. 1015 US 158. PIN 7988000910eter mined Not Eligible.
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Property 79: 1675 SR 1417. PIN 79789175T0eter mined Not Eligible.
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Property 80: 1681 SR 1417. PIN 7978917 7&%ter min

ed Not Eligible.

o SO BET . R, (I T T e

Property 81: Parkway Grain and Feed Mill, S side US 158. PIN 79880007é# mined Not Eligible.

=l = —

e o

18 US 158. PIN 79880131 Teter mined Not Eligible.

[ e

Property 82: 170
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Property 83: Herbert B. Morgan House, 1036 US 158N 7988006967. Not Deter mined Eligible.
Please note, however, that this property hasthe only transverse-frame barn with a hay hood remaining
in the APE.

Property 86: 1059 US 158 (taken from standing on hood of NCDOT truck). Ri8¥Z90925
Determined Not Eligible.
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Pr opy 88: 1489 Northside Road (Iisd in GIS as 0000 Northside RB&)7987761073Deter mined
Not Eligible.

Property 89: 1436 Northside Road. PIN 79878488b2ter mined Not Eligible.
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PIN 0501B&ter mined Not Eligible.

Property 120: Shed, W. side NC 32 N facing Hofler Equipment.

Property 122: former Morgan Store, 135-141 NC 32 N, PIN 050049&er mined Not Eligible.
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Property 123: Midway Chevrolet Dealership, 131 NC 32 N, PIN 050698&ter mined Not Eligible.
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type

GA 822 US 158 W 0100525 House
1

GA 770 US 158 W 0100391 Former Lassiter
2 Bros whse

GA 919 US 158 W 1002260 Brinkley Farm
3

GA 960 US 158 W 0500118 House
4

GA 964 US 158 W 0500107 House
5
6 GA 966 US 158 W 0500893 House

GA 968 US 158 W 0500945 House
7

GA 967 US 158 W 0500046 Beulah Baptist
8 Church

GA 988 US 158 W 0500698 House
9
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579
US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
10 GA 990 US 158 W 0500056 Sunbury Post
Office
GA 1006 US 158 W 0501491 Sunbury VFD
11
GA 154 (NCSL) NWC US 158 and 0501479 Harrell-Rountree
12 NC 32 House
13 GA 97 (NCSL) 5NC 32 S (SWC | 0500463 Costen-Nixon
US 158 and NC House
32)
GA 206 (NCSL) 6 NC32S 0500198 Jordan-Brooks
14 House
15 GA S side US 158, .2 | 0500198 Cemetery
mi. E of NC 32
GA 1060 US 158 0500534 House
16
17 GA 1070 US 158 0501170 Store
GA 1130 US 158 0500513 Store
18
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
19 GA 1129 US 158 0500907 House
20 GA 1187 US 158 0600516 House
21 GA US 158 at SR 142 0500701 House
GA 2 Sugar Run 0600407 House
22
23 GA N side US 158 0500116 Whitmel Hill
House
GA 1298 US 158 0601124 Pierce House
24
25 GA 1386 US 158 0500255 James Hill Farm
26 GA 1367 US 158 0600634 House
GA 1379 US 158 0600859 House
27
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579
US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
28 GA 1460 US 158 0500697 House
GA 1480 US 158 1000444 House
29
30 GA 1490 US 158 1001865 House
31 GA 314 S side US 158 0600111 William Henry
between SR 1002 Speight Farm
and SR 1336
GA 1640 US 158 0500473 Farm
32
33 GA 26 Folly Road 0501172 House
34 GA 1629 US 158 0601002 House
35 PK 629 (NCSL) 284 US 158 E 7948 570738 Black Acre Farm
36 PK 333 US 158 E 7948_552228 House
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

1)

NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type

PK 537 US 158 E 7958 734245 House
37
38 PK 555 US 158 E 7958 827891 House

PK SEC US 158 E and 7958 921461 Former Store
39 SR 1356

PK 995, also 1232 Newland 7958_838420 William J. Spence
40 referred to as PK | Road House

794 (Tom had 2

site

numbers...make

sure you get right

one from CB!)

PK 599 US 158 E 7958 906872 House
41

PK 799 (NCSL) 699 US 158E 7968_409445 Johnnie Templ
42 Farm

PK 754 US 158 E 7968_707829 House
43
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

PK 778 US 158 E 7968_817051 House
44
PK 790 US 158 E 7968_912458 House
45
NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
PK 822 US 158 E 7978_018853 House
46
PK 807 US 158 E? 7978_018471 House
47
PK US 158 E 7978_124087 Mt. Carmel
48 (no address in Missionary Baptist
HPO survey file or Church
GIS)
49 PK 862 US 158 E 7978_226311 House
PK SEC US 158 E ang 7978_320124 Community Club
50 SR 1359 of Newland
PK 881 US 158 E 7978 328322 House
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

51
PK 891 US 158 E 7978_319767 House
52
PK 894 US 158 E 7978_422791 Barber shop
53
PK N side US 158 E 7978_425989 Newland
54 community water
tower
NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
55 PK SR 1360/Firetower 7978 329925 Newland United
Road (off US 158 | 7978_433385 Methodist Church
E) and Whitney
Cemetery
PK 8—US 158 E (not | 7978 412818 Former store
56 on GIS, might be
897)
PK 899 US 158 E 7978_413861 House
57
PK 901 US 158 E 7978_414759 House
58
59 PK 903 US 158 E 7978_415736 House
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

60 PK 905 US 158 E 7978 418974 House
PK 909 US 158 E 7978 521336 House
61
PK 913 US 158 E 7978 522324 House
62
PK 917 US 158 E 7978 524815 House
63
NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
PK 921 US 158 E 7978 515722 House
64
PK 932 US 158 E 7978 516886 House
65
PK 925 US 158 E 7978 529103 House
66
PK 941 US 158 E 7978 616935 Sawyer Farn
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

67 Equipment Co.
PK 940 or 942 US 158§ House
68 E (not on GIS)
PK 951 US 158 E 7978 711862 House
69
PK 968 US 158 E 7978 718168 House
70
PK 969 US 158 E 7978 810623 Lonnie Bundy
71 House
PK 992 US 158 E 7978 933495 Perry-Harris-
72 JonesStore
NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
PK 999 US 158 E 7978 914245 Newland and
73 Providence Ruritan
Club
PK 1003 US 158 E 7978 916106 House
74
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

and

PK 1009 US 158 E 7978 918027 House
75
PK 1015 US 158 E 7988 000917 Store
76
PK 1673 US 158 E 7978 917347 Store
77
78 PK 1670 SR 1417 7988 011443 House
PK 1675 SR 1417 7978 917570 House
79
80 PK 1681 SR 1417 7978 917782 House
81 PK N side US 158 E 7988 000711 Parkway Grain
Feed Mill
NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
82 PK 1018 US 158 E 7988 013131 House
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

PK 1036 US 158 E 7988_006967 House
83
PK 1045 US 158 E 7988_006635 House
84
85 PK 996 1053 US 158 E 7988_107172 Moses R. White
Jr., House
86 PK 1059 US 158 E 7987_290925 House
PK 153 (NR) 1590 Northside | 7987_394941 Hinton-Morgan
87 Road House
PK 1489 Northside 7987_761073 House
88 Road (now listed
as 0000 Northside
Road on GIS)
PK 1436 Northside 7987_848852 House
89 Road
90 GA NC 32 S, north of | 0500127 Cemetery
Swamp, Sunbury
| NCDOT | NC-HPO | 911 Address | PIN | Name (if known) |
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579
US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
91 GA 32NC32S 0500729 House
GA 28NC32S 0500765 James Victor
92 Jordan House
(make sure Tom
did a file on this
one—it seems
weird that it
doesn’t have a
SSN)
GA 101 25NC32S 0500399 Cross-Nixon
93 House
GA 7NC32N 0500419 Store
94
GA 11 NC 32N 0500163 Benton-Hill Store
95
GA 155 8NC 32N 0501479 Harrell-Riddick
96 Store
GA 1I0NC 32N 0501479 Store or Office
97
GA 12 NC 32N 0500113 Store or Office
98 (now Calvary
Independent
Baptist Church)
99 GA 23NC 32N GIS number not | Former Bagley's
coming up on Ford Dealership
website
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
100 GA 25NC 32N 0500196 Store (former drd
store)
GA 20NC 32N 0500195 Former Bank of
101 Sunbury
GA 30NC 32N 0500501 House
102
GA 48 NC 32 N 0500746 House
103
104 GA 90 (NCSL) 52 NC 32N 0500109 William Graham
Byrum House
GA 49 NC 32N 0500285 House
105
GA 80 (?) NC 32N 0500903 House (nc)
106
GA 61 NC 32 0500186 St. Peter’s
107 Episcopal Church
GA 63 NC 32N 0500642 House
108
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
GA 65 NC 32N 0500329 House
109
GA 67 NC 32N 0500580 House
110
111 GA 84 NC 32N 0501386 Congregational
Christian Church
GA SEC St. Paul Lang 0500444 Kellogg-Morgan
112 and NC 32 N Insurance Agency
113 GA 262 (NCSL) 85NC 32N (no data on GIS) Philadelphia
United Methodist
Church
GA 90 NC 32N 0500018 House
114
GA 111 (NCSL) 94 NC 32 N 0500182 G. C. Edwards
115 House
116 GA 383 (NR) __NC32N 0500645 Sunbury School
GA 1_ NC32N 0500045 Beulah Baptist
117 Church parsonage
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
GA 113 NC 32 0500648 Former Sunbury
118 Women'’s Club
GA 104 and 114 NC32 0500123 Houses
119 N
GA W side NC 32 N | 0501384 Shed
120 (facing MidWay
Auto Dealers)
GA 147 NC 32 N 0501431 Hofler Tractor an
121 Equipment Co.
GA 135-141 NC 32 N | 0500495 Former Morgan
122 Store
GA 131 NC 32N 0506964 Mid-Way
123 Chevrolet
Dealership
GA 55 Orchard Street 0500137 House
124
GA 51 Orchard Street 0500197 House
125
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

GA 49 Orchard Street 0500563 House
126
NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
GA 47 Orchard Street 0500270 House
127
GA 48 Orchard Street 0500242 House
128
GA 43 Orchard Street 0500453 House
129
GA 40 Orchard Street 0500441 House
130
GA 39 Orchard Street 0500751 House
131
GA 36 Orchard Street 0500611 House
132
GA 30 Orchard Street 0500629 House
133
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

GA Median strip 0501168 Ruritan Park
134 between Virginia
Ave. and NC 32 N
GA 14 Virginia 0501167 Hill-Crump-
135 Avenue Gregory House
NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
GA 18 Virginia 0500659 House
136 Avenue
GA ____Virginia 0500886 House
137 Avenue (NEC VA
and Bank Street;
no street address i
GIS)
GA 6 Park Street 0500710 House
138
GA 12 Park Street 0500052 House
139
GA Atlantic Avenue 0500466 Utility Building
140 (“at Apple Street” (“Norfolk and
in GIS) Carolina

Telephone Co.
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579

US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

Bldg,” 1947)
GA 9 Sunbury Bank | 0500183 House
141 Street*
(*W side of NC
32)
GA 9 Bank Street** 0500272 Frank Rice Rental
142 House
(**E side of NC
32)
GA 11 Bank Street 0500507 House
143
GA 30 Bank Street 0500192 House
144
NCDOT NC-HPO 911 Address PIN Name (if known)
Site Number Site Number And Resource
Type
145 GA 22 Bank Street 0500165 House
GA
GA
GA
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TIP Survey Site Number Data: R-2579
US 158 Widening, Gates and Pasquotank Counties

GA

GA
R-2579// Gates and Pasquotank Counties NCDOT Historic Architecture Group
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